
WEIR 

Two paintings by J. Alden Weir NIX hailed as master- 
pieces of American painting in virtually every pob- 
fished history ofAmerican art or American Impression- 
ism They are 7IzeRed Bridge, ca 189Sl and 77~ Farm-y 
VUzge, 1897 (both at the Metropolitan Museum in 
New York). Their subject matter, as commonplace as 
any in Weir’s work, is arresting because, unlike most 
edier American woks, it represents the intrusion of 
the industrial age into American life (Weir’s &her and 
elder brother created two rare early examples). Yet it 
is snore than subject matter that accounts for The Red 
Bridge and Tke Futory Vi&age beiig regarded as excep- 
tional woks of art. They represent nothing less than 2 
new “modem” way of seeing. 

Other Weir paintings are also admired, in&ding, 
among others, Up&& P&ure, ca 1905 (National 
Museum of Americao Art), Building.a Dam, Shefuckef, 
ca 1908 (Cleveland Museum of Art), The Fishing I%*, 
a 1915 (The Phillips Collection), and &+&am 
I,Wage, ca 1914 (The SaimLouis Art Museum). Were 
his oewre limited to only these paintings, J. Alden Weir 
would haye a pmminent place io Americao art history, 
but there are many other fine Weir paintings - 
portraits and still lifes as well as landscapes - and 
watercolors, drawings, pastels, sod etchings 

At Weir Farm the public and art scholars alike can see 
the sites of many Weir paintings, drawings, and etch- 
ings. Such an opportunity is exceedingly rare. As 
peopIe perceive the relationship between the man, the 
place, and the work, the work will be better under- 
stood. And since so many &nmus artist &ends visited 
Weir in Branchville and painted there -Albert 
Pinkham Ryder, John Henry Twachtman, Childe 
Hassam, John Singer Sargent, J. Appleton Brown, 
William G&kens, among others - the site offers the 
opportunity to gxin a better undersxaoding of American 
Impressionism in general. Even Ryder’s art, though 
not Impressionist, has connections with the landscape 
of Weir Farm. 

FARM 

I& and Works 
Julian Alden Weir was born at West Point, New York, 
on August 30.l852. He grew up io a heady artistic 
environment. His f%her, Roben W. Weir, was the 
drawing pmfessor at the military academy and a 
success~ painter. He was known for historical, 
religious, and landscape subjects, including EmbaMioti 
oJ&e Pilgrim in the Capitol rotuoda in Washington 
D.C. Robert Weir had been one of New York’s 
Knickerbocker circie of artists, writers, and patrons, 
and he retied &ends with several, including the 
artist Asher Durand and the poet William C&n 
Bryant, who often visited him af& his move to West 
Potit. 

Brother John, older than Julian by fourteen years, was 
already a prof&ionaI artist in New York when JuIian 
arrived in 1868 to study at the National Academy of 
Desigo. A year later, John Ferguson Weir became the 
founding director of the art school at Yale University, 
the first in the nation to be part of an academic institi- 
tion. He continued to teach there for many years. 
Once he had established a reputation of his own, J. 
Alden Weir visited classes there and critiqued students’ 
work. The brothers always bad a close, mutually 
suppor&e relationship. 

J. Alden Weir, Wham Merritt Chase, and Albert 
Pinkham Ryder were fellow studenu at the National 
Academy of Design, and they became lifelong &ends. 
Weir made &IKIS e&y and kept them. When he 
died in 1919, several obituaries called him the best 
loved artist in America. His godmother, Mrs. Bradford 
R. Alden, had been so fond of him that she had 
financed his years of study in Paris, corn 1873 to 1877. 
To express his gratitude he had taken “J. Alden Weir” 
as his profesional name, remainiog Julian to his family 
sod simpIy Weir to his fiends. 

In Paris he studied at the prestigious Ecole des Beaux- 
Arts with Jean-L.&on G&&ne, who instilled in him a 
strong concern for drawing and the smxtural modeIing 
of form An outstanding student, Weir received the 
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highest award in G&i%ne’s studio that an American 
could attain, and three of his paintings were accepted 
for the annual exhibitions at the Paris Salon. Such 
hard-won achievements were prizes in more ways than 
one, for in the years after the Civil War a European art 
education and recognition by juried exhibitions such as 
the Salon we*e virtual prerequisites for a successful 
career in America. 

Although Weir was training to work at portrait&, he 
did sonx landscape painting on his own, especially 
when traveling in Brittany, Belgium, Holland, and 
Spain. Frans Hals was an idol, but he also admired and 
became the close friend of the young Frenchman, Jules 
Bastien-Lepage, whose ability to capture the light and 
atmosphere of outdoor settings and integrate well- 
drawn figures into them appealed to many young 
artists. 

When Weir returned to New York in October 1877, 
he quickly became a leading figure in the American art 
scene. He was active in the new Society ofAmerican 
Artists, the venerable National Academy ofDesign, the 
American Water Color Society, and later, in the lSSOs, 
the new Painters in Pastel. He was a member of the 
lively Tile Club, whose artist members ostensibly met 
to decorate ceramic tiles but mostly to socialize. Weir 
taught at the Art Students League, Cooper Union, and 
privately. 

Weir also advised American art collectors, such as 
Henry Marquand and Erwin Davis, on the acquisition 
of European art by both Old Masters and living 
painters. Such commissions enabled him to make 
several trips abtoad, including one in 1881, when he 
painted in Holland with his brother John, Bastien- 
Lepage, and Twachtman, whom he had met in New 
York and who had become a close &end. 

In 1882 he fell in love with Anna Dwight Baker of 
New York City and Wiidham Center, Connecticut. 
He and Anna were married in the spring of 1883, and 
the list of wedding ushers ranged from artists like Chase 

to architect Stanford White to Elliott Roosevelt, 
younger brother of Theodore. Before their wedding 
trip to Europe, the couple spent several weeks at what is 
now Weir Farm National Historic Site. Weir had 
acquired the property the previous summer from Erwin 
Davis, who ttaded the farm for a still-l& painting Weir 
had bought for 8560 at a New York gallery. (New 
York art dealer F.N. Price’s memoits say it was by a 
painter named Procter and Weir had sacrificed his 
summer to buy it, but no proof has been found.) The 
deed for the fzm was transferred to Weir on July 19, 
1882, after a token payment ofSl0. 

Weir was unsure where Branchville was before going in 
mid-June 1882 to inspect the property Davis had 
offered him, but he knew Ridgefield, presumably the 
town rather than the township of which Branchtie is a 
paxt. His &nily was vacationing there just then and 
probably not for the &st time, When Anna wrote to 
Weir at Ridgefield during the June 1882 visit, she 
imagined him “surrounded once again with those 8xen 
hills and fields of which you are so fond.” 

Weir at first thought he would use the Branchville farm 
only occasionaIIy. He already had plans well under way 
to build a summer home for himself and Anna in the 
Keene Valley area of the Adirondack. He had bought 
land, had his &end Stanford White draw up house 
plans, and spent much of the summer of 1882 clearing 
brush and working on the foundation. He had hoped 
for a finished house by the fall, but so much ~onstruc- 

tion was going on in the area that he had failed to get 
enough seasoned timber. 

Weir at Branchville 
On their honeymoon trip abroad in the summer of 
1883, Weir and Anna began shopping for furnishings for 
the Keene Valley place. Weir had -ged for repairs 
at Branchville and moved some belongings in, and he 
and Anna had enjoyed their stay at the farm, but they 
dl did not expect to make a home there. They must 
have been surprised at experiencing intense homesick- 
ness for “the quiet plain little house among the rocks,” 
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as Weir called it, just a few weeks into their honey- 
moon. John Ferguson Weir, staying at the f&n that 
summer, encouraged his brother to “hang on to this 
place, old boy...and you will find it a haven of refuge.” 
Weir and Anna cut short their wedding hip by several 
weeks and were happily back in New Y ark and 
Branchville by October, Talk of an Adirondacks house 
disappears at this point, and Weir sold the Keene 
Valley property a few years later. The words “Hez 
shall we rest and cxll cmfmf ow home,” offered by brother 
John in an 1883 letter as a testament to the plain little 
house, were later painted over its &out door. 

The Weir f&nily began staying at Branchville every 
summer from May to late &ll. Although Weir had a 
km manager and other help, he wanted to do so 
much farm work himself that for a while he com- 
plained of little time to paint while he was in the 
country. He had an orchard and a vegetable garden, 
raised grains sod grasses, kept cows, horses, oxen, and 
chickens, and planted trees. 

Weir did not finish building a studio at Branchville 
until 1885. The Branch&e landscape was not yet a 
motif in his work (although a small watercolor dated 
1882 has recently been discovered). In the 1880s he 
generally did strong 6gure paintings, o&n of family 
and &Lends in interior settiqs, as well as flower pic- 
tures that are dark and dramatic, the delicacy and 
coloring of the bloom often contrasting with glisten- 
ing metal or porcelain. This figural and still-life work 
established him in the New York art world. 

Conservative though his paintings of the 1880s might 
at first appear, they were often daringly experimental. 
In watercolor and gouache works like Anm Se&g 
(1885) and Anno md Cm in the Tu+fh Street House 
(X387), Weir’s treatment of space emphasixs foxms and 
their relationships on the sur&e of the paper rather 
than in the third dimension. As early as 1881 Weir had 
shown a similar strong interest in su&e de+, and 
disregard of traditional perspective, in the cityscape 
Snowsfotm in Mew Sfmt. Such works reveal ao 

intmest 21 and understanding of the work of Wh&tler 
(briefly a student of Robert Weir at West Point) and of 
Edouard Manet, although Wtis way with color, 
form, and absttact composition is not imitative. 

In the late 188Cs, Weir tried landscape painting again 
for the first time siice his student days, and he took 
chances with this genre as well. Leqthening Sh.admus 
(1887), exhibited in the 1889 Universal Exposition jn 
Paris, employs an illogical vertical perspective, with 
detail and color as rich in the distance as in the fore- 
ground, an interlocking design, and an unnatural 
golden sunlight that seems to distill and 6ee.x the 
scene. The absaact composition becomes a visual 
metaphor for Weir’s understanding of the pe-exe, 
hatmony, and spirituality underlying nature. While a 
beautiful work and daringly “modern,” J&@hening 
Shadows is not an Impressionist work. 

Weir and Twachtman, best f&ends f&n the time they 
first met, began to be able to spend more time together 
in the late 1880s when Twachtman was again liviug in 
the east. He probably rented a house in Greenwich, 
Connecticut, as early as 1886, and in the summer of 
1888 he leased a place near Branchville before perma- 
nently settling in Greenwich a couple of years later. 
Train travel made it easy for the artists and their 
families to get together, and they o&en did, both in the 
country and New York. Weir and Twachtman 
exhibited tog&er in New York in 1889. At 
BranchviLle, they experimented with etching and 
worked extensively on pastels. At least once, &er 
Weir had closed his f&n for tbe season, they boazded 
at a nearby house so that they could paint winter 
landscapes. 

Twachtman had always concentrated on landscape 
work, and Weir now began to. Although he had loved 
nature from boyhood, he had seemed to need time to 
absorb the Branchville count+de around him The 
pastels that he and Twachtman did in Branchville in 
the late 188Lk may have spurred Weir’s turn to land- 
scape painting. The passion the two artists shared for 
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Japanese landscape prints may have inspired them both. 
From about 1889, when he turned to landscape work, 
Weir’s art changed. His colors were lighter, and he 
was employing new techniques that appeared suange, 
or even crude, to many viewers. By 1891 critics were 
calling him an Impressionist, of&n derisively, for 
Impressionism was stilI somewhat new and strange in 
America. His brother John tried to steer him away 
6om what Weir called “the mystery of a new path,” 
but to no avail. And whiIe Weir’s art was undergoing 
change, his peraond life was suddenIy in turmoil. 
Anna Weir died February 8.1892, a few days a&r 
giving bi& to the couple’s third daughter Cora. 
Daughter Caroline had been born in 1884 and Dor- 
othy in 1890. An only son, born in 1887, had died 
suddenly in 1889, just weeks before Weir’s f&er died. 
Akhough the earlier deaths had hit hard, the pain J. 
AIden Weir experienced at the death of Anna almost 
undid him. 

Fat many months, Weir would not set foot on the 
Branchville farm because the place was so intertwined 
with memories ofhis wife. Instead he spent much of 
the summer of 1892 painting a mural for the Man&c- 
tues and Liberal Arts Building at the World’s 
Columbian Exhibition at Chicago. He taught smnmer 
chases with Twachtman at Cos Cob, Connecticut, in 
1892 and 1893. He returned to BranchvilIe regularly 
only after he married Ella Baker, Anna’s sister, on 
October’29, 1893. 

The 1890s saw the development of Weir’s persod 
interpretation of Impressionism. From about 1895 to 
about 1910 Weir produced his finest paintings io an 
Impressionist manner, with broken but not aggressive 
brushwork and colors that are somewhat tonal, with a 
limited paIette of varied hues. His landscapes are of 
tural scenes, ofien of open hiIl country in midsummer 
around noontime. On visits to his in-Iaws’ place in 
Wiidham, a farm that he eventully inherited, he 
painted a fictory and ao iron bridge as well as country- 
side. The BranchviIIe pictures are always pastox& 
however. Branchville was the pIace he loved the most 

and painted the most. Weir’s landscape paintings 
ceIebrate place, and the pIace is homeground. His love 
of a pIace of his own - of “Home, Sweet Home”- is 
as Ametican as Weir was. 

Late in 1897 Weir became one of the founders of The 
Ten Americao Painters, a group dissatisfied with the 
exhibition practices of the Society of American Artists. 
He exhibited with The Ten every year untiI the 8roup 
disbanded in 1919. In 1899 he gave up teaching to 
devote himselfto painting. In the 1910s he developed 
heart disease, but he continued to be an active painter 
even as he became ever more involved in artists’ 
societies. In 1911 he was elected the lirst president of 
the Association of American Painten and Sculptors, the 
group that was to form the International Exhibition of 
Modem An (the Armory Show) of 1913, but he 
resigned when it was imputed that the Association was 
formed in opposition to the National Academy, of 
which he was a devoted member. He exhibited in the 
Armory Show, however, and he was, as always, open 
to what he saw there that was new. In 1915 he told a 
reporter that modernists were to be credited for 
“breaking through txxlitions that are dead.” In 1915 
he also became President of the National Academy of 
Des& and of The Metropolitan Museum of Art. In 
1919, shortly before his death on December 8, he 
became a foundiig member of the New Society of 
American Painters, Sculptors and Gravers. 

He had continued to be an active exhibitor io hii Iater 
years. In 1911-12, Weir had been much involved in 
organizing a retrospective exhibition of his work that 
was shown in Boston, New York, Pittsburgh, and 
BuKaIo. He exhibited in major exhibitions of the early 
twentieth century, such as the 1900 UniversaI Exposi- 
tion in Paris, where he won a bronze medal, the Pax- 
American Exposition, in B&IO in 1901, and the 
Panama-Pacilic International Exposition, in San 
Francisco in 1915, where he was both medal-winner 
and jury member. 
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THE ARTISTIC PROCESS CONTINUES 
ATWFXRFARM 
Through the years Weir made improvements to the 
firm, inchding adding acreage, expanding the house, 
and constructing a tennis court and 6shing pond, the 
latter with prize money from the Boston Art Club in 
1896. In 1907, he purchased the Webb farm. 

Weir Farm was a gathering place for artists in Weir’s 
time and continued to be afier his death, but the farm 
was not an art colony. Artists who came to the site 
were visitors, not residents. They came for a day or, at 
most, severaI wkeks in order to be with Weir, to relax, 
to paint, and to talk about art. 

Evidence to date suggests that Weir attracted the most 
visitors, and he taught classes at the farm f?om 1897 
until 1901. But virtually nothing about these classes or 
their students is currently known, and much more 
research needs to take place to document artists who 
visited and painted at the farm between,1882 and the 
present. 

Nonetheless, Weir Farm is one of very few historic 
sites to offer, intact, the home, studio, and grounds of 
an important late-nineteenth century American artist 
whose attitude toward his family, friends, and nature 
was integral to his artistic vision. The site was also the 
home of a noted American sculptor. 

Mahonri Yonng 
tier Weir’s death, his daughter, artist Dorothy Weir 
Young inherited her father’s f%xn. In 1931, she 
married Mahonri Mackintosh Young (1877-1957). a 
grandson of the Mormon leader Brigham Young and 2 
prominent sculptor whose small bronzes of laborers and 
boxers had won him wide recognition. His xnonu- 
mental public works include 7%~ Is the PZuce (Immigx- 
tion Canyon, Utah) and m &ugul ~~~~ument (Salt 
Lake City, Utah); at his sculpture studio at Branchville, 
which he built just steps away from Weir’s stodio, 
Young sculpted the figures and friezes that grace 7& IS 
the Pkze. Known also as an outstanding d&man, 
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Young f%equently sketched, painted, and etched the 
Branchville landscape. tier his death in 1957, the 
Weir Farm property was purchased by the artists Doris 
and Sperry Andrews. 

Dotis and Spew Andrews 
In 1952, when he was a student at the Art Students 
League, Sperry Andrews first visited Weir Farm to 
meet Mahonri Young, whose name was well known at 
the school (Weir Farm Heritage Trust, 1993). Thus 
began the Doris and Sperry Andrews’ &iendship with 
Young and their decades-long association with the 
&rn, first as frequent visitors, then as its owners. Doris 
and Sperry Andrews are the cument resident artists, 
amateur historians, and most importantly, painters of 
the f&m’s light, moods, intimate views, and Landscapes. 
The Andrews family has sustained the f&m’s continu- 
ous use by artists into the present. 

CHANGES IN m LANDSCAPE 
The landscape at Weir Farm reflects its continuous use 
by artists since 1882. The most histori&y significant 
changes are ~those Weir made: tier his death, Cora 
Weir Burlingharn, Dorothy Weir Young, and Mahonri 
Young made other alterations. 

The Weir landscape was shaped &on an existing f&m 
to include a wide variety of fimctional and aesthetic 
features. These elements were beated on a glacial 
landscape marked by undulating topogmphy, areas of 
exposed bedrock, sporadic ridges and sloped areas with 
prominent rock outcroppings, and sur&ce boulders. 

The landscape is significant for its association with tie 
work ofJ. Alden Weir and his associates; its pastoral 
qualities were reflected in many of Weir’s paintings. 
Weir’s residence here allowed him to develop an 
emergkg interest in painting en pkin air a.3 well as to 
indulge his interests in agriculture and horticulture. 

Through time, the boundaries of Weir Farm changed 
greatly. Weir initially purchased 153 acres, which 
included the structures in the site’s Weir complex, in 
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1882. In 1895, he acquired 10 more acres near the 
pond, and, five ye* Iater, he bought 32 acms north- 
west of the main house. His 6naI land purchase, in 
1907, was the 50-acre Webb Farm (now koowu as ,+x 
BurIingham complex). In sum, Weir purchased 238 
contiguous acres in BranchviUe during his tietime; 60 
of these now comprise Weir Farm 

&hou& natural vegetative succession has occurred 
throughout the site, Weir Farm’s landscape, except for 
the Young studio and Cora Weir BuzIingham’s gar- 
dens, remains essentiaIly unchanged Tom the &ays that 
Weir occupied the site. The coIturaI Iandscape repott 
presents more detailed information about the historicaI 
Ian&ape. 

WeIr CompIex 
Both Nod HiII Road sod PeIham Lane existed as early 
as 1745 in maps of the area. However, lit& else is 
known about the character of the fm’s Iandscape 
before Weir acquired the property in 1882. 

During the 40 years afbx the initiaI property purchase, 
Weir cIeared !ieIds and planted both crops sod orchards 
on the property; he aLw phnted gardens, ornamental 
nees, and shrubs. Duriog his yean here, Weir added 
trails and walkways, fZoces, a tennis court, stone 
terraces, outbuiklings, a pond, and additionaI gardens, 
orchards, and fields. 

After Dorothy Weir Young ceased active &ng on 
the site in the mid-1940s. invasive vegetation began to 
grow up io abandoned &Ids, and many of the f&m- 
&ted structures Weir added to the landscape, and 
landscape features, such as the gardens and stone pig 
peus, began to deteriorate. The mid-1930s wagon 
shed came down shortly afier 1970. 

BurIingham Complex 
Little is currentIy known about the history and charac- 
ter of this area’s Iaodscape before Weir acquired it in 
1907. It was knowo as the Webb f&m (owned by 
Wii Webb f?om the 1840s to 1906), but how and 

when the property was farmed is not yet clear. It is 
. 

aIso not known how Wex m&ly used and developed 
the house md Iand, though it is thought that he may 
have grown hay, potatoes, and possibly other crop in 
its fields untiI his death io 1919. 

In 1931, Cora Weir Budingham, her husband Charles 
Burlingham and their sons, BilI and Charles, Jr. moved 
into the BurIingham house. Between 1931 and her 
death in 1986, Cora akered the landscape in substantial 
ways. She deveIoped an &borate system of stone walls 
in the 1930s. In the early 194Os, she added a sunken 
garden, a terrace garden, sod outbuiIdingx such as the 
granite tool house. Cora Weir BurIingham donated 37 
acres of the Bodingham pmperty to The Nature 
Conservancy in 1969. 

Pond and Woodland Area 
Weir acquired these areas as part of the or&.&I Iand 
purchase in 1882 and Iater in 1895. He buiIt the pond 
sod dam in 1896 and later constructed a smaIl summer 
house on the ishnd, a boathouse, a fishing bridge, and 
paths. Many stone walls, some of which predate 
V(eir’s occupancy of the site, exist in this atea; Weir 
painted them often. 

The character &this laodscape changed most dramati- 
cally when the Iand ceased to be farmed. Secood- 
growth woodIand began to appear in the Iate 1940s. 
Such historic features as the open fieIds, the fishing 
bridge, the summer house, sod the boathouse are no 
longer extant, but survive in artistic depictions, photo- 
graphs, and archeolog%al remains. 

HISTORIC STRUC’IWFUZS 
Weir Complex 

Main House. Deeds indicate that the main house 
was built as early as 1779. The stmcture was remod- 
eIed in Greek RwivaI style around 1825. Weir bought 
it in 1882. Weir also added to and modi6ed the house, 
first modiijring it in 1888 and then hiriog the noted 
architect Charles A. PIatt in 1900 aud then Frederick J. 
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Adams of the 6rm of M&in, Mead arid White in 
191 I. In 1932, Dorothy Weir Young, Mahonri 
Young, Cora Weir Burlingham, aud Charles 
Burhngham, Sr. converted the former Gotit hall into a 
library with elabotate wood and glass built-in cabinets. 
A&r Doris aud Sperty Andrews purchased the house 
iu 1957, they renovated the kitchen. The house is 
5,500 square feet, and both its interior and exterior are 
in good condition. 

Weir Studio. According to the National Register of 
Historic Places nomimtion, the Weir studio may have 
been built on an earlier fouudation or as an adaptation 
of a smaller, earlier stmcture. Weir finished the studio 
by 1885 and later added the water tower (1901) and 
the lean-to. Only 850 square feet in area, the modest 
one-room studio contains a wood-bumiug stove, 
Young’s etching press, and mauy books, papets, and 
pictures. Resident artist SPerry Andrews continues to 
use it as a secondary studio. Most of the works of art 
and art materials now in the sttucture belong to the 
Andrews family. The interior and exterior of the 
strucmre are in &ir to poor condition. 

Young Stdio. Mahonri Young built this large smdio 
(1,600 square feet), complete with a mezzanine, in 
1933-34 based on designs by the architect and his son- 
in-law Oliver Lay. The National Register nomination 
for Weir Farm and architectural evidence suggest that 
the small west-wing addition (called the etching room) 
may have been an earlier strucmre that was attached to 
the smdio. Sperry Andrews continues to use the 
structure as his primary studio, and most of the materi- 
als in it are his works of art and art materials. The 
interior and exterior of the building are in good to fair 
condition. 

Main Barn. Deeds record a barn on the site as early as 
1821, but architectu& evidence suggests that the main 
barn may have been built in the late-eighteenth 
cenmry. By 1861, a property inventory described the 
farm as having, “a barn, cow house, wasb house, and 
carriage house.” A U-shaped, gable-roofed structure 

covered with weathered shingles, the barn is 2,250 
square feet. It was a working barn, home to many 
iirm animals in Weir’s day as well as the subject of 
many ofhis paintings. Today, the strucmre is mainly 
used for storage. Its interior and exterior are in poor 
condition. 

Outbuildings. The chicken house, 310 square feet, 
may have been constructed as early as 1886 as an ice 
house and then reconstrncted in this cenmry as a 
chicken house. The tack house, 15 square feet, was 
bnilt sometime before 1904. The constmction dates of 
the tool house, the animal shelter, and the corn crib, 
each also 15 square.feet, are unknown. These five 
bnildings are all in poor condition. The wagon shed, 
about 200 square feet, was built in the 1930s It came 
down after 1970. The well houses, 30 square feet, may 
have been built before 1930. Another we& located on 
private property across Nod Hill Road, north of the 
park, was probably part of the original farm. Other 
structures, not yet documented, may have been part of 
this farm 

Burhgham Complex 

Bdimgham House. Constructed ca 1750, a 1782 
probate deed described the dwelling on this property as 
“a small dwelling house on the southwest corner of 
Nod Hill Road and Pelhatn Lane.” Weir acquired the 
home, then known as the Webb house, and its sur- 
rounding 50 acres in 1907. In 1931, his daughter, 
Cora Weir Burlingham, assumed sole ownership of the 
property. Withii the next few years, Cora enlarged 
the house and added an elI containing a dining room 
and kitchen, resulting in the current 2,650 square foot 
configuration. A8 exterior and interior alterations 
were made in the then popular colonial revival style. 
In 1938, she commissioned local architect Nelson 
Breed to design the greenhouse addition. Breed also 
designed the kitchen renovation between 1947-48. 
Administrative o5ces and the site’s visitor center and 
sales outlet currently occnpy this house. its interior 
and exterior are in good condition. 
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Burlingham Barn. Although its construction date is 
unknown, architectural evidence suggests that the barn 
was built sometime between the late-eighteenth and 
early-nineteenth centuries. Nine hundred square feet, 
the barn was the subject of etchings Weir created 
between 1889 and 1893, and it became part of his 
property in 1907. The NPS currently uses the barn for 
special programs and events. Its interior and exterior 
are in poor condition. 

Woodshed. Part of the SO-acre property Weix ac- 
quired in 1907, the woodshed, consttucted of field- 
stone and timber, is 720 square feet. The NPS uses the 
woodshed for storage. The interior and exterior of the 
stIuctnre are in *oar codiiion. 

Outbuildings. The ashlar gtanite tool house (130 
square feet) was built in 1940 to designs by architect 
Nelson Breed. The in&or is in f% condition and the 
extetior is in good condition. 

The small concrete. and stone well house (about 20 
square feet) south of the drive was also probably built 
during Cora Weir Burlingham’s ownership of the 
property. The exterior is in good condition. 

Pond and Woodland Area 

Caretaker’s House and Garage/Barn. Architec- 
tural elements of the vernacular caretaker’s house, 
1,100 square feet in area, suggest that it was built in the 
mid-1800s. Records suggest that Weir may have 
extensively renovated it in 1883. The Andrews f&Sly 
again extensively renovated the house in ca 1960. The 
house is currently used as a private residence. The 
interior of the building is in go& condition; its exte- 
rior condition is fti. 

Although its construction date and otiginal use are still 
unknown, the caretaker’s gatagdbam (about 200 
square feet) is only a remnant of the barn complex. 
The extant garage portion was originally an ell con- 
nected to a barn. It is currently used for storage. The 

interior and exterior of the buildiig are in poor 
condition. The barn was south of and roughly the 
same size as the present garage. It was dismantled after 
1970. The rubble stone foundation still remains, 
however. 

This area probably had other outbuilding typically 
associated with working farms of its period that may 
have been developed separately f&n the Weir 
ProPeq. 

ARCHEOLQGY 
Historic Resources 
Although little is hewn of the potential historic 
archeological resources at Weir Farm, they are most apt 
to exist around existing stmctures, building founda- 
tions, garden ten-aces, stone fences, roads, and aban- 
doned roads and ttails, There may also be wh dumps 
and privy pits located near the residences. Near the 
pond, archeolog&lly significant sites may exist near 
the foundations for the boat home, dock, summer 
house, and bridge. 

The existence, condition, and significance of potential 
historic period archeological resources have been only 
pattially evaluated. These resources would probably be 
contributing elements to the existing National Register 
district. 

Prehistoric Resources 
There ax no recorded prehistoric sites at Weir Farm in 
the Connecticut state archeological files, although small 
sites may exist along the creek feeding the pond. 

COLLECTIONS 
At present, the park and Trust own a modest collection 
of oil paintings, watercolon, drawings, photographs, 
etchiigs and finnishings. From the site’s conception, 
the acquisition of site-related art and fbrni~hings has 
been a major goal. Collections also include archeologi- 
cal att&cts and records associated with archeological 
research under&ken on the site, as well as building and 
landscape a&acts undergoing emergency stabilization. 
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Aft 
Accord& to the site’s scope of collection statement 
pm, 1993). “The porpose of the art collection at 
Weir Farm National Historic Site is varied . . . The 
collection will ioclude artistic works representing a 
variety of media including, but not limited toz oils, 
pastels, et&in@, watercolors, pencil drawings., and 
sketches.” Collection priorities follow: 

Highest-Priority Collections: 
I. Works by Weir, with emphasis on site-associated 

“Oh 

2. Works by other artists including members of the 
Ten sod others who visited Weir Farm those works 
with site assotiation; works owned by J. Alden Weir 
sod the Weir f%nily at the famx a&s who sigo& 
cantly influenced J. Alden Weir, including Robert 
W. Weir sod Joho Ferguson Weir; and portraits ofJ. 
Alden Weir and c&x family members at the farm 
painted duriog Weir’s l&time. 

Secondary-Priority Collections: 
1. Represmtative collection of works by Mahomi 

Young, with priority placed on site-associated pieces 
for use in the interpretation of bis life and work at 
the farm. 

2. Representative collection of works by other Weir 
f%nily members completed at the site, with priority 
placed on site-associated pieces and those needed to 
interpret f&oily I& at the farm. 

3. Representative collection of site-associated works by 
Sperry Andrews and pieces needed to interpret the 
studio interior as working spaces as identified in the 
historic filmishjngs report. 

4. Site-associated contemporq works by visiting artists 
spoomred by Weir Farm or the Weir Farm Heritage 
Tmst, 

Historic furnishings will be collected in accordaxe 
with the recommendations outlined in the historic 
fiunishiogs report. Emphasis will bc placed on collect- 
ing pieces in good condition. The interpretive empha- 
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sis of each structure will guide efforts to create a 
collection of fumisbings for the historic structures. 

Maim House. The main house is already furnished 
with tnmwous pieces of iinnitme and other objects 
dating from the years during w&b Weir/Young lived 
in the house; fZamily members own other pieces. A few 
pieces of fumitore that once furnished the house are 
now in the main barn sod the Weir and Young 
smdios. In general, these objects are in fair to good 
condition. 

Weir Studio. Several pieces of fur&ore now in the 
Weir studio are documented to have been there when 
J. Alden Weir used the structure. It is possible, too, 
that painting equipment and materials in the studio 
may have a documented coonection with Weir, 
although most of the materials currently in the Weir 
studio are primarily associated with subsequent users. 
The contents of the Weir studio are generally in fair 
condition, although their long-term preservation is at 
risk under current conditions. The wood-bumiog 
stove currently on the west side of the studio was 
iostalled in the mid-1940s. The original Weir stove 
was probably located in the northeast comer of the 
stodio. 

Young Studio. In the Young studio, several objects, 
including fumitore, are associated with Weir, but a 
much larger mnnber of object-including art eqoip- 
mm and pmliminary or partial works of artdate 
fcom Young’s use of this structore. While a large body 
of Young materials and art is owned by Brigham 
Young University, the objects in the Young studio are 
also significant evidence of Young’s creative process 
and are directly associated with the site. A third and 
significantly larger group of materials is f?om later 
occupancies. The contents of the You% studio are 
generalIy in 15 condition, although thek long-term 
preservation is at risk under current conditions. 

itlain Barn. The main barn contaios t%niture, 
farming and livestock equipment probably associated 
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with Weir, plaster molds f&m Young’s monumental 
sculpture 7% fi ti Place, and an accumulation of other 
objects from other occupants of the site. The condi- 
tion of these objects is poor. The NPS has ako used 
the barn to store architectural artifacts removed &om 
the buildings that are undergoing emergency stab&a- 
&n. These are generally significant objects that will be 
catalogued as part of the permanent collection, and are 
generally in poor to fair condition. 

Natural Envirottmettt 

CLIMATE AND AIR QUALITY 
Weir Farm is located in the southwestern hills climatic 
region of Connecticut. This region is characterized by 
warm, humid summers and cold winters, moderated by 
its pmximity to Long Island Sound. Mean annual 
temperature is 50 dwees Fahrenheit, winter mean low 
temperature is 5 degrees, and smnmer mean high 
temperature is 85 degrees. The mean annual precipita- 
tion is about 45 inches, with the mean annual moth 
about 40 inches. 

TOPOGRAPHY, GEOLOGY, AND SOILS 
The site is located on coastal upland, within 25 miles of 
Long Island Sound. Weir Farm is in a well-elevated 
area considering its proximity to the sound. The 
outfall of the pond is 560 feet above sea level. The 
main house is 650 feet above sea level. Slopes range 
within the park from 3 to 50 percent. 

The dweloped core of Weir Farm along Nod Hii 
Road lies atop a north-south ridge. Wetlands buttress 
the ridge on both sides. Surf?izl f&ures in&de 
ghcial bouldets and rock outcroppings underlaid 
mostly by metamorphic bedrock, and gneisses and 
schists complexly folded into notth-trending belts. 
Soils on the site are derived solely from glacial till, are 
relatively youth (of the Wiscominm age), and have 
formed under a hardwood forest of oak, hickory, birch, 
and maple. Little organic matter has accumulated in 
the genetally rocky upper soil layers. 

The primary soils are: 

Charlton: well-drained, stony to extremely stony soils 
formed in loamy glacial till that generally occur on hi& 
and ridges of glacial ti uplands. This is the predomi- 
nant soil of the f&m. 

Hollis: excessively drained, stony to extremely stony 
soil formed in 2 thin mantle of loamy glacial till that 
occurs on hilltops, ridge tops, and side slopes of 
bedrock-con&led uplands. This soil type is found in 
the northeast and southwest pats of the farm where it 
was mapped as a complex with Chadton soil and rock 
outcrops. 

Leicester: poorly drained, stony soil formed in loamy 
glacial till that occurs in depressions and drainage ways 
of uplands. It is found in the wetland areas as a com- 
plex with Ridgebury and Whitman soils. 

Ridgebuty: poorly &air&, extremely stony soil 
formed in loamy compact glacial till that occurs on side 
slopes in slightly concave positions and in 
drainageways. 

Whitman: very poorly drained, extremely stony soil 
formed in compact loamy glacial till that occurs in 
drainageways and depressions in uplands. 

WATER RESOURCES 
The farm lies within the Norwalk River drainage 
basin. The site drains to the north to the Cooper Pond 
Brook, which flows into the Norwalk River, and to 
the south to the Barrets Brook, which flows into 
Streets Pond. S&eets Pond empties into Comstock 
Bmok and into the Norwalk River. Several springs 
and streams, some intermittent, drain into the four-acre 
pond, which was artificially impounded in 1896. 

Aquatic habitats include the wetlands, the pond, the 
stream, and intermittent streams. The pond can be 
described as eutrophic. This state may be more a 
fimction of water depth than elevated levels of nuti- 
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ems, as the pond is z re&ively shallow water body - 
seven feet at its deepesx point. Water clarity ranges 
from four to five feet, with no evidence of planktonic 
algae bloom. Groundwater appears to contribute to 
the majority of the base flow of the pond. 

PLOODPL4lN 
Based on the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency’s Flood Insurance Rate Map, there are no areas 
of Qoodplain within the park’s boundaries. 

WETLANDS 
Seven wetland areas have been identified and mapped 
on the site (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 1992). The 
wetland areas drain into the Norwalk River or into the 
pond on the site. 

The open space of the wetland areas consists of an 
understory or shrub layer and herbaceous vegetation, 
including seasonal wet meadows, small broad-leaved 
deciduous palustrine wetlands, and emergent wetlands 
transitioning into a brozd-leaved deciduous wetlands 
with an understory of dogwood (Comm$otida), 
arrowwood (l4bumum mvgnitum), swamp honeysuckle 
(l&iczru T.), highbush bluebeny (Vaaitzim 
mymbosum), and speckled alder (&zu mgosu]. 

VEGETATION/HABlTATS 
About threequarters of the site is covered mainly by 
forest, except the fields west of Nod Hill Road, those 
areas too wet to suppott trees, and areas that have been 
clearcut and maintained as fields. The edges of the 
remaining fields are experiencing successional growth. 

The following four forest wes are present on the site: 

Oak/Maple-Leaved Viburnum Forest: northern red 
oak (Qwms n&m) with a mixture of other species 
such as black biich (Beti ni@) and red maple (Acer 
rubrum) with an understory ofmaple-leaved viburnum 
(Viburnum ac@~ium), beaked hazelnut (CoryZau avnutu), 
and witch hazel (HatnameZis vir&&ma). The comtm- 
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rnty IS predominant in the well-drained areas thmugh- 
outthe&m. 

Maple/Ash/New York Fern Forest: st~gar maple (ACZY 
sa&um) znd white ash (Praxitaus m&vu] with a 
mixture of red maple @leer r&urn), northern red oak 
(Qum n&n), and black cherry (I+unus ser&za). The 
understoty is maple&aved viburnum (~bumum 
ucmjidium) and spice bush (Li+&ru &z&t); the herb 
layer is dominated by ferns. The community is limited 
to two moist, fertile areas of rhe farm 

Red Maple/Sweet Pepperbush Forest: red maple (Am 
mbmm) and scattered black gum (A$u syhutia~) with 
an understory of sweet pepperbush (Cl&a dnijdio), a 
variable herbaceous cover, and an often well-developed 
moss layer. The community is located in undrained 
depressions and along slow-moving streams where 
seasonal flooding occm and soils are saturated. 

Red Maple/Spicebush Forest: red maple (&zr mbmm) 
with a well-developed shrub layer of spicebush (Lt&eru 
bea&) and variable herbaceous cover. The commu- 
niq occurs on the lower slopes or along gently sloping 
streams and brooks with groundwater seepage. 
Though seasonally flooded, the water table lies well 
below the soil stice during the vegetative season. 

WILDLEE 
Complete scientific suveys of the wildl& of Weir 
Farm National &toric Site have not been undertaken. 

Fish, Amphibians, and Reptiles 
Weir stocked the pond with black bass and, although 
the pond is no longer stocked, black bass can still be 
found in it. Variaus wes of panfish have also been 
observed in the pond. 

The ecological survey of Weir Farm (NpS, 1991) 
identitied green 6ogs. Other amphibians common to 
the area are toads, spring peepers, wood frogs, and 
salamanders. 
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The ecological ioventory of the Weir-Leary-White 
Preserve (The Natore Conservancy, 1976) identified 
the common garter snake. Other reptiles common to 
the area are box turtles sod snapping turtles. 

MammaIs 
The ecological inventory of the Weir-Leary-White 
Preserve identified the presence of eastern chipmunk, 
eastern gray squirrel, woodchuck, and white&led 
deer. Additional mammals common to the area are 
rabbits, opossums, raccoons, skunks, mice, voles, and 
fox. Coyotes have also been seen at the f%m 

Birds 
The ecological survey of Weir Farm identi&ed the 
mooming dove, belted kingtisher, downy woodpecker! 
northern flicker, eastern wood peewee, bluejay, 
Ametican crow, black-capped chickadee, gray catbitd, 
and red-eyed vireo. 

The ecological inventory of the Weir-Leary-White 
Preserve identi6ed the eastern bluebird, mourning 
dove, common nighthawk, crmmxm flicker, downy 
woodpecker, eastern phoebe, tree swallow, barn 
swallow, bluejay, common crow, black-capped chicka- 
dee, tuf?ed titmouse, white-breasted nuthatch, house 
wren, Carolina wxn, gray catbird, American robin, 
veery, black-and-white warbler, blue-winged warbler, 
ovenbird, common yellow&mat, common grackle, 
bmwn-headed cowbird, card&l, rufous-sided towhee, 
field sparrow, song sparrow, and woodcock. 

Other birds common to the area are the wood duck, 
mallard duck, pileated woodpecker, and m&d gmusc. 

THREATENED AND ENDANGERED 
SPECIES/CRITICAL HABITATS 
No federal- ot state-listed endangered, threatened, or 
special concern species were observed during the 1991 
ecological mvey of Weir Farm Moreover, no 
um~sual, critical, or essential habitats were observed. 

The butterfly sedge skipper (Euphyes &on], proposed 
for state listing as a species of critical concern, was 
observed jut north of Weir Farm in 1984. None were 
found at the f&m in the 1992 survey. 

PRIME OR UNIQUE AGRICULTURAL. 
LANDS 
According to the United States Department ofAgricul- 
tme, Natoral Resources Conservation Service, there 
are no prime or unique agricultural lands at Weir Farm. 

STATE GROUNDWATER 
QUALITY STANDARLX 
According to the State of Cormecticut Water Quality 
Standards, effective May 15.1992, the groundwater 
resources on Weir Farm are streams in class GA 
because oo domestic sewage or industrial waste is 
discharged iota them Surrounding septic systems 
shoold not a&t the qiality of the groundwater. 
Designated uses for class GA groundwater include 
existing private drinking water sopply and potential 
public drinking water supply. 

STAT% STREAM CLASSIFICATIONS 
According to the State of Connecticut Water Quality 
Standards, &e&e May 15,1992, the Weir Farm 
stream are assigned a class A rating for inlaod waters 
because no domestic sewage or industrial waste is 
discharged into them Designated uses for class A 
water include potential drinking water supply, fish sod 
wildlife habitat, recreational use, agricultural and 
industrial water supply, a&such 0th.~ legitimate uses 
as navigation. 

With permission of the Commissioner of the Depart- 
ment of Environmental Protection, water from public 
or private drinking water treatment plants, water l?om 
dewatering of dredging and dredge material, and other 
clean water discharges may be discharged into class A 
waters. 

z- 
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MARINE sANTuARIEs/ 
COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT 
The site is not coastal and so is not embraced by the 
Coastal Zone Management Program for Connecticut. 

Socioeconomic Environment 

Fairfield County, Connecticut, has a population of 
approximately 800,000, the majority of which is 
concentxated in the communities along the Long Island 
Sound. Weir Farm, located in western Fairtield 
County, is expected to have an economic impact ooly 
on the two towns in which it is located. 

Wilton and Ridgefield together cover 61.65 squtie 
miles and, according to the 1990 census, contain about 
36,908 persons, 15,989 in Wilton and 20,919 in 
Edgefield. The population is predominantly white 
(97.5 percent) and is not densely setded; there are 
593.5 persons per square mile in Wilton and 598 
persons per square mile in Ridgefield. 

The area’s per capita income is among the highest in 
the stat- $31,485 in Wilton and $25,903 in 
Ridgefield. Ninety-two percent of Wilton’s housing 
stock and 85 percent of Ridgefield’s is owner-occu- 
pied, single-f&nily homes, and the average value of 
homes in these towns ranges between $300,000 and 
$400,000. 

The area’s econotny is mainly commercial and light 
indus&l. Although some residents live and work in 
the area, Wilton and Ridgefield are primarily “bed- 
moIn co mmunities” for those employed in the greater 
metropolitan New York City area. 

LAND OWNEFCSW AND USE 
Open space/comtion land and low-density resi- 
den&l development are the predominant surrounding 
land uses. 

The Weir-Leary-White Preserve (owned and operated 
by The Nature Conservancy), Ridgefield conservation 
land (managed by the Town of Ridgefield), and 
Connecticut Deparanent of Transportation open space 
(acquired for “Super 7”) are in the former category; all 
other lands immediately adjacent to Weir Farm are 
privately owned and residential. 

Both Wilton and Ridgefield are zoned for two-acre 
residential development. Under current zoning regula- 
tions, the area is now or soon will be developed to its 
maximum permissible limit. Many developed lots are 
situated immediately along the site’s boundary, and the 
sauctures on these lots are visible from the site. 

Moderate to intensive commercial development is 
concentrated along Route 7 in both Wilton and 
Ridgefield. Most commercial development and 
higher-density housing occurs approximately five miles 
north of the site in Ridgefield and a similar distance 
south of the site in Wilton. 

Weti Farm is bisected by Nod Hill Road, a narrow, 
winding road under the jurisdictions of Wilton and 
Ridgefield. Nod Hill Road is often used by commut- 
ers avoiding the ora& congestion of Route 7. BUS, 
truck, and other large vehicular travel is permitted. 
Nod Hill Road is heavily used and often traveled at 
de speeds. 

Pelham Lane, a road under the jurisdiction of 
Kdgefield, runs perpendicular to Nod Hill Road and 
‘separates the Weir property i?om the Budingham 
property. Pelham Lane receives considembly less traf& 
than Nod Hill Road, but, is also much more narrow 
and less suited for heavy use. 
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Existing Interpretation and Visitor Use 

The Burlinghun house currently serves as the site’s 
visitor center as well as administrative headqutiers. 
The visitor center is open seven days a week for most 
of the year from 8:30 xxn until 5:00 pm. 

The visitor center offers chanting exhibits, site orienta- 
tion, a video introducing tiitors to Weir Fq a video 
laser disc displaying art related to the site, and a stnaU 
sales area. Site st&offer guided tours of the Weir 
studio Wednesday through Saturday at 1O:OO am. 
Tours begin at the visitor center and last approximately 
one hour. Site s&also offer guided walks at regularly 
scheduled times during the warm season. A self-guided 
“Painting Sites Trail” inteqrets the landscape of Weir 
Farm to its visitotx Special events, art demonstrations, 
and programs for children are also offered. 

Visitors are able to use the landscape at Weir Farm in 
many ways. Professional and amateur artists use the 
site year round, ofien spending the entire day in &ont 
of an easel on the grounds. Trails encourage walking 
on the property. Some visitors choose to fish in Weir 
pond, whiie others enjoy bird-watching in the 
Burlingham gardens. 

PROGRAMS 
The visiting artist program, seen as the 6rst phase of an 
artists-in-residence program, invites accomplished 
visual artists, selected through a competitive application 
process, to work at Weir Farm over the course of a 
year. Artists are encouraged to present slide shows, 
demonstrations, and other programs for the public. At 
the end of their year, their works are exhibited (usually 
off-site), and a catalog js developed to accompany each 
exhibition. For most artists-but particularly for those 
who arc younger or less established-the Program is a 
grezt opportunity; it gives them time to focus on their 
work away f?om the distractions of f%nily and making 
a living. In the fixture, the Weir Farm Heritage Trust 
hopes to provide financial aid, according to an artist’s 
need, so that the site can attract talented artists from 
diverse geogaphic and socioeconomic backgrounds. 
The Trust has developed a comnxmity art program 
featuring art classes and workshops for all ages, on- and 
off-site exhibitions, 2 lecture series, and other special 
program for the public. 
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Impacts Common to the 
Plan and Alternatives 

IMPACTS ON VISITOR EXPBRIENCE 
As Weir Farm evolves as a national historic site and as a 
destination, visitation is expected to increase &omits 
current level of 7,500 persons a year. Within the Liz 
of this plan, an increase to 25,000, and possibly up to 
40,000 annually is anticipated. Most visitors are likely 
to come f?om northeastern and mid-Atlantic states, but 
ao incretig proportion of national and international 
visitozz are expected to make their way to Weti Farm 
Residents of southwestern Connecticut will probably 
comprise the majority of repeat visitors to the site. 

Visitors to Weir Farm will be able to enjoy n&y 300 
acres of contiguous open space, including the farm, 
The Nature Consexvancy’s Weir-Jxq-White Pre- 
serve, the Town of FGdgefield’s conservation land, and 
the Connecticut Department of Transportation prop- 
erty (the State property was acquired for the proposed 
Route 7 bypass). Recreation will be limited to passive 
pursuits, but these are ample: the opportunities to walk, 
hike, paint, photogmph, tour historic houses, and 
simply appreciate the pastoral landscape are enhanced 
by the farm’s public ownership and management. 

Access for visitors with disabilities will be improved 
whetever possible. However, in cases where barrier- 
6.x access is impossible in historic stmctmes or land- 
scapes, alternative media will present inaccessible 
resources to such visitors. 

Visitors will have educational and interpretive opporm- 
nities to varying degrees in each alternative, such as 
brochures, interpretive exhibits, and ranger-led or self- 
guided tours. 

Off-toad trails, crosswalks, and signs will make it safer 
for pedestrians to cross Nod Hill Road and Pelham 
Lane to tour the entire site. Informational mat&& 
and a program of ttimming vegetation near aails will 

minimize the potential for Lyme disease infection, a 
problem posed by the site’s white-tailed deer and 
mouse populations. 

IME’ACTS ON CULTURAL RESOURCES 
Historic structures and cultural landscape features will 
be preserved and protected for &tore generations. 

The non-intrusive environmental conaols installed to 
improve environmental quality within buildings will 
have minimal impact ore historic building &bric. These 
controls and a security system will protect objects in 
histotic sauctum. 

The new 15-car patking lot across f+om the 
Burlingham house tiects a small area east of Nod Hill 
Road. Careful siting and vegetative screening has 
minimized its visual impact. 

IMPACTS ON NATURAL RESOUFXES 
The national historic site does not currently have the 
capability to monitor air quality, nor has the site’s air 
qua& been assessed. Because acid rain has been 
identified in iiew England (mainly caused by distant 
large sources of pollution) and the use of automobiles 
has gene&y increased, some degradation of the site’s 
air quality is probable; however, the increase of vehicu- 
lar t&ic f?om fimxe Weir Farm visitors, expected to 
be between 3 and 7 percent, will have a minimal 
negative e&ect on ti quality. 

Buses will be required to drop off passengers at the 
firm and park off-site, to limit idling of motors, and to 
pre-register prior to arriving at the farm. Directional 
signage will be installed to identi@ drop-off areas and 
off-site parking. Even without bus parking on-site, 
buses will have a visual and aural e&t on site neigh- 
bors. 

During construction activities, there will be a tempo- 
rary increase in noise, dust, and vehicle exhaust at the 
site. 
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Groundwater must be protected fbxn potential effects 
of increased septage resulting t&n the site’s public 
access. Replacement or improvement of the existing 
septic systw associated with historic structures and 
with rehabilitated structures will be required to pre- 
serve both groundwater and surface water. No lcmg- 
term impacts will result fiorn this work. Periodic 
monitoring of the pond and wetlands will be instituted 
to help presewe water quality. 

may be adversely impacted by the remedial work on 
the dams due to downstream flow interruption. 
Additional environmental documentation will be 
prepared prior to stabilization of the dam 

IMPACTS ON PARK OPERATIONS 
The creation of a maintenance f&ility and administra- 
tive offices will allow park staff to maintain and operate 
the site inore efficiently. 

Because no development is proposed in any wetland 
area of the site, nc~ impactz on wetlands are anticipated. 
When repairs are being made on historic structures or 
during any other construction activity that the National 
Park Service may undertake, measures will be taken to 
ensure that silt and contaminated runoff do not reach 
sutfke waters or wetlands. Wetlands will continue to 
be protected fiorn park-related development on cur near 

p=k property. 

IhIPACTS ON THJZ 

No threatened or endangered species, critical habitats, 
floodplain, or prime or unique soils are found within 
the park or in any of the areas under consideration for 
acquisition; therefore, no impacts on these types of 
resources are anticipated. 

SOCIOECONOMIC ENVIRONMENT 
Construction will require the short-term services of 
construction professionals. When the site is fully 
operational, increased visitation to the Wilt& 
Ridgefield area may result in a higher demand for retail 
services, such as shops and restaurants, and overnight 
accommodations. Weir Farm s&are aho likely to 
purchase goods and services locally. Thus, a limited 
increase in retail sales is anticipated, which could in 
turn result in the creation of a limited number ofjobs. 

The overall codition of wildlife on the site will 
remain una&cted by the implementation of the plan 
and any of the alternatives. 
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Expanding tourism and related activities may require 
increased services, such as fire and police protection. 
Varying amounts of land will be removed t&n Wilton 
and/or Ridgefield tax rolls. 

The new 15-a parking lot across from the 
Budingharn house required removal of second-growth 
vegetation in an area approximately 150’ by 40’. The 
number oflarger trees removed was kept to a mini- 
mum. Grading for the lot was minimal. A visual 
buffer will be maintained by planting vegetation similar 
to the existing plant material. 

CUMULATIVE/UNAVOIDABLE 
ADVERSE IMPACTS 
TrafIic on Nod Hii Road is expected to increase 
marginally (3 to 7 percent) at the projected level of 
visitation. The NPS will make every effort to install 
proper directional and t&c signs so that both drivers 
and pedestrians can negotiate Nod Hill Road and 
P&am Lane safely. 

The darns will be stabilized by lowering the spillway to 
drop the water level in tbe pond slightly and by 6lling 
one weakened section of the structure. The method 
and material for repairing this structural weakness is 
now under study. Vegetation, aquatic life, and wildlife 

EcREVERSIB~ OR IRRETRIEVABU 
COMMITMENTS OP RESOURCES 
Adaptive use of the Burlingharn house, Burlingham 
barn, the caretaker’s house, and caretaker’s garage/barn 
will result in sane loss of historic building &bric. 
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Impacts Unique to 
Each Altetxative 

IMPACTS ON VISITOR EXF’EIUENCE 
Educatioml Opportunities 
A wide range of programa, including arts education, 
will be available to visitors in the plan, which will 
enhance visitors’ appreciation of the site. The same 
would have been true for Alternative 2. Only a very 
limited range of pmgrams would have been available to 
visitor5 in Alternative 3. 

OtiG?lltitiO” 
By providing otientation to visitors before they enter 
the site, as proposed in the plan, visitors will be able to 
approach and use the site with greater underatanhg, 
and greater sensitivity to the nature and &agility of its 
monrces. The same would have been tme for Alter- 
native 2. 

In the plan, visitors receive orientation at an off-site 
visitor center before they walk or take a shuttle bus to 
the site. Their ability to understand and use the site will 
be enhanced by comprehensive orientation, but the 
distance between the visitor center and the park may 
make it harder for them to understand the layout of the 
site. The same would have been true for Alternative 2. 

The visitor station in the main barn, as proposed in 
Alternative 3, would have allowed visitors to under- 
stand and become oriented to the site’s layout more 
easily. However, the space available in the barn would 
have allowed only limited orientation to take place. 

Understanding tie Resource 
In the plan, the art of Weir, Young, and others will be 
exhibited in proximity to the f&m’s landscape in which 
these works were ueated. Visitors will he able to 
move relatively easily between exhibitions of the art 
and documented painting sites. They will thus gain a 
fuller appreciation and understanding of the historic 
re~onrces. The same would have been tme for 
Alternative 3. 

Although visitors would have been able to see works of 
art in Alternative 2, they would not have been able to 
make a direct connection between art produced at 
Weir Farm and the actoal landscape. The greater 
distance between the visitor center and the farm would 
have limited visitors’ ability to move freely between 
interpretive exhibitions in the visitor center and the 
site, although interpretation on the shuttle itself could 
have made visitors’ experience more fluid. 

The space available in the barn for the visitor center in 
Alternative 3 woold have restricted interpretive exhib- 
its and programs. Understanding the resource would 
have depended more on penonal contact with sta& yet 
office space for s&would aJao have been limited. 

Adequate space will be provided for interpretive 
pmgmmming in the plan. Restoration ofstudio 
interiors will provide the opportunity to interpret 
attistic life on the farm and the variety of artistic 
processes (sculpture, painting, drawing, and 
printmakin@ that took place there. 

Restoration of the landscape of the Weir complex to 
is appearance in about 1940, as proposed in the plan, 
presents a major oppommity to interpret the relation- 
ship of art to the historic landscape, Vegetative screen- 
ing along the periphery ofthe park will have a positive 
effect on the visitor experience by minimizing views to 
adjacent residential development. 

Presetving the content appearance of the historic 
structures on the site, as proposed in Alternative 2 and 
3, would have presented ample oppommity to inter- 
pret the work, l&style, and preservation efforts of the 
current resident artists. However, presetig the 
structures in their current state would have presented 
f&v opportunities to interpret the lives and work of 
Weir and Young effectively and would have limited 
the ability to interpret the sculpture and etchiig 
processes. Preserving the grounds in their current state 
would have restricted opportunities to interpret the 
historic landscape. 
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Using the main house for art exhibitions, as proposed 
in Alternative 3, would have limited discussion of the 
lives of any of its occupants. 

Preservation of the Weir and Young stu&os in their 
current state as proposed in Alternative 3 would have 
allowed the interpretive program to address curret~t 
artists’ work, but it could only cover Weir’s and 
Young’s lives on the farm and the sculphxe and 
etching processes to a limited degree. 

CiiC&tiO” 

Guided tours of all primary historic resources and a 
loop circulation system of trails as proposed in the plan, 
will make travel tbrougb the site easy and clear and will 
increase opport&ies for interpreting and understand- 
ing the relationship between art and the land, especizJly 
the areas of the site that were ofien painted. 

The nearby location of the visitor center as proposed in 
the plan will allow visiton to walk to the park, if they 
so desire. A short shuttle ride will & be available to 
those who choose not to walk Because visitors will be 
able to walk to the site, as well as take a shuttle in 
Alternative 1, the shuttle will not be an effective 
mechanism for visitation control. 

The remote location of the visitor center in Alternative. 
2 would have curtailed walking to the park. Shuttle 
service proposed in Alternative 2 would have allowed 
nxxe effective control of the level of visitation at any 
one time; it would have thus contributed to preserving 
the peaceful character of the site. To maintain and 
operate a continual shuttle service would have required 
extensive resources. Moreover, ensuring that visitors 
use the shuttle and not attempt to visit the site in their 
own vehicles would have been diffimlt and would 
have required additional resources. 

Guided touxs of the site and upgraded trail su&es 
proposed in the plan will improve the circulation 
system. Without expansion of the existing trail net- 

work, site &u&ion would have remained inadequate 
in Alternatives 2 and 3. 

In Alternative 3, visitors would have guided themselves 
through the exhibition of art in the ma& house, which 
would have provided the greatest flexibility for visitors 
but the least amount of cqntrol for site managers. 

Barrier-free Access 
lmprovemenk for visitor with disabilities will provide 
greater access to site resources in the plan. A new 
visitor center will provide barrier-free access to pm- 
pms, exhibits, and offices. A new administration and 
maintenance tic&y will provide barrier-&e access for 
park employees. The same would have been tme for 
Alternative 2. 

The improved trail network proposed io the plan will 
create a more enjoyable, simpli&d, and accessible 
experience. 

Because all visitor services would have been located in 
historic structures in Alternative 3, access would have 
been more limited than in the other alternatives. 

IMPACTS ON CULTURAL. RESOURCES 
Historic stmcklres 
Historic stmctures will be preserved and protected for 
future generations. This would have been true in 
Alternative 2 and 3, also. Historic structures, however, 
would have been uoder the greatest stress in Altema- 
tive 3, because they would have been used to support 
basic visitor services. 

Ladscape 
Restoration of the cultural landscape as specified in the 
plan may result in the selective removal of non-historic 
trees in areas where f&m fields existed. Historic trees 
will not be disturbed unless they are in a hazardous 
condition; in this case, they will be pruned or removed 
and replaced in kind. The scope of this work will be 
determined in the treatment plan of the cultural 
landscape report. Vegetation will not be cleared along 

I 
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the site’s periphery to mitigate visual intrusion both 
f&n aud to adjaceut residences. 

Although it would have been sited in a remote section 
of the site, the on-site administration aud maintenance 
Exility proposed in Alternative 2 would have created a 
major negative impact ou the cultural landscape both 
during and after its construction. Sensitive siting aud 
vegetative screeuing would have helped mitigate the 
new ficility’s intrusion on the historic scene aud on 
park neighbors. 

Development of the loop circulatiou system proposed 
in the plan may have a negative impact on the historic 
landscape by introducing non-historic elements, such as 
directional signs. 

A new state-of-the-art Glity proposed in the pLan will 
provide museumquality storage and conservation 
space for collections not on exhibition. State-of-the- 
art conttols will protect those ar&cts and works ofart 
ou exhibit in the visitor center. The same would have 
been me for Alternatives 2 aud 3. 

The mlatively centralized nature of the curatorial 
fimctions in the plau is cost-&cient aud promotes a 
high standard of collection care. The same would have 
been true for Alternative 3. The dispersed mature of the 
collections aud collections care in Alternative 2 would 
have been less cost-efficient aud would have required 
additional resources aud safeguards. 

In Alternative 3, the size of the main house and of the 
collections storage area would have limited the size aud 
nature of the site’s collection. Fewer woks of art and 
arti&~.~ would have been exhibited than iu other 
alternatives, and because the historic structures would 
not have been modified to provide proper environ- 
mental aud security conditions, exchauge of artwork 
with other institutions would have been 61 less likely 
to occur. Collections would have been exposed to 
greater environmend tlnctuations in Alternative 3. 

Archeological Sites 
The enlargement of the caretaker’s garageham on the 
foundation of its missing section aud the development 
of a loop circulation system proposed in the plan may 
have some impact on archaeological sites. Construction 
will not take place, however, until archeological 
investigations are conducted. 

The development of a uew administration aud mainte- 
nance facility in Alternative 2, could have had some 
impact on archeological sites. Alternative 3 would have 
had the lowest potential for adverse impact on archeo- 
logical sites. 

IMPACTS ON NATURAL RESOURCES 
Scenic Quality 
tidscape restoration proposed iu the plan will alter 
the aesthetic character ofthe site. The deveIopment of 
a uew visitor center and of an administration and 
maintenance facility, Beth on previously disturbed areas 
(existing residential properties), will result in minii 
impacts on scenic quality. The greatest impact wiJl 
occur from parking, which is necessary to provide even 
a modest level of public and stti access. This visual 
intrusion will be minimixd by careti siting and 
vegetative screening. 

The new admiuistration aud maiutenance facility 
proposed in Alternative 2 would have had a negative 
effect ou scenic qualiq. Vegetative screeuing aud 
sensitive siting would have minimized this impact. 
The off-site visitor center would have had uo effect ou 
the finds historic character. 

The current views to adjacent residential development 
would not have been screened in Alternative 3. 
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WildI& 
&cause histmic fields will be restored in the plan, 
“transition area” habitat for birds, white-tailed deer, and 
other specie will be enhanced. Development of the 
new visitor center and the administration and mainte- 
nance facility on previously disturbed areas will result in 
minimal additional impacts on the natural resources of 
the area. 

In Alternative 2, about 0.7 acres of forezted land would 
have been lost in the area identied as the site of the 
administration and maintenance facility. Developing the 
new visitor center on previously disturbed land off the 
site would not have afFected the natural resources of the 
area. 

The condition of nahnal resources, particularly vegea- 
tion and wildlife would have remained unafFected by 
implementation of Alternative 3. 

IMPACTS ON PARK OPERATIONS 
The presence of a state-of-the-art administration and 
maintenance tkility near the park will support a high 
level of resource maintenance. In Alternative 3, the 
maintenance facility would have operated at a greater 
cost than the plan and Alternative 2, due to its remote 
location and leasing cost. The leased t%lity would have 
required additional stafTmwe1 and the duplication of 
cettain kinds of equipment. 

Extensive garden testoration and landscape restoration 
proposed in the plan will require long-term care and a 
high level of maintenance. Weediig, mowing, and 
planting will require more time and st& 

In an administrative and operational sense, the remote 
location of the visitor center and s& o5ces in Alterna- 
tive 2 would have been less e5cient and would have 
required additional time and resources, such as office 
equipment. 

1n the plan, adequate staKwill exist to support desired 
programs and adequate work space will be provided for 

efficient operation of the site. The same would have 
been tie for Alternative 2. In Alternative 3, available 
space would have limited the number of s&, the 
prow available to visitors, and the level and range 
of the interpretive program and sti would not have 
been adequate to support desired programs. 

IMPACTS ON TJ3E 
SOCIOECONOMIC ENVIRONMENT 
Job Creation 
The development of a visitor center and an administra- 
tion and maintenance Gcility on nearby properties, and 
the improvements made to the historic resources 
proposed in the plan, will result directly in a short-term 
increase in construction jobs. If the preferred off-site 
location is close to a commercial district, the parts 
impact on retail services will be more pronounced than 
in other alternatives and could result in an increase in 
the number of retail jobs. 

The development of the remote visitor center and the 
on-site administration and maintenance facility, as well 
as the improvements made to the historic resomces 
proposed in Alternative 2, would have resulted directly 
in a short-term increase in construction jobs. 

Alternative 3 would have resulted in the creation 
of fewest jobs because minimal construction was 
proposed. 

Retail SaIes 
If the remote visitor center proposed in Alternative 2 
would have been located in a commercial district, this 
alternative could have resulted in m increase in retail 
sales. 

The ph will remove at least two properties &orn local 
tax rolls. Alternative 2 would have removed at least 
one property from local tax rolls. Alternative 3 would 
have removed no property from the tax rolls. 
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Adjacent Properties 
Specific impacts associated with the location of new 
&cilities proposed in the plan will vary depending upon 
the particular location. Once the actual location has 
been determined, additional public involvement and 
environmental compiiznce documentation will be 
undertaken. The same would have been true for 
Alternative 2. The on-site administration and mainte- 
nance faciIity proposed in Alternative 2 would have 
resulted in additional tra& on Weir Farm Lane. 

IRREVERSIBLE OR IRRETRIBVABLE 
COMMITMENTS OP RESOURCES 
Coarwtion of a bus drop-off in the plan will result in 
loss of historic bbric. 

Consttuction of the new maintenance Andy administw 
tion ficility and bus drop-off, and use of :he main barn 
as an on-site visitor contact station in Alternative 2 
would have resulted in loss of historic tiric. 

Adaptive use of the main barn in Alternative 3 would 
have resulted in some loss of historic building fabric. 

Cow liam with Federal, St&e, and 
f Loca J?AWS, Excmtiue Orders, and 

Regulations 

The NPS will comply with all applicable laws, regula- 
tions, and executive orders, including those listed here, 
upon implementing the General Management Plan for 
Weir Farm National Historic Site. 

NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL 

POLICY ACT COhWLIANCE 
AS required by the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) of 1969, as amended, the draft General 
Management Plan/Environmental Impact Statement 
was on public review for 60 days. This tinal General 
Management Plan/Environmental Impact Statement 
responds to public comments on the draft document. 
AtIer a 30-day no-action period, the NPS will prepare 

a Record of Decision and circulate it to interested 
parties to complete the NEPA process. 

CUL’IWIUL RESOURCE COMF’LIANCE 
The National Park Service’s mandate is to preserve and 
protect its cultural resources through the Organic Act 
ofAugust 25, 1916, and through specific legislation 
such as the Antiquities Act of 1906, NEPA, and the 
National Historic Preservation Act (desaiied below). 
Cultural resources at Weir Farm will be managed in 
accordmce with these acts and in accordance with 
Chapter 5 of NPS Management Policies, the Cultural 
Resource Management Guideline (NPS-28), 7ke 
Secretary of the Interids Swiardsfor the Tmtmmt of 
Hi&& l%pettk, Guidelinesfor the Rehabilitation C$ 
Histoti Buildings, 7he Semtq of the Intetir’s Stami~rd~ 
Jw Azheofogy and Hiskvic l’rewvation, and other relevant 
policy directives. 

was part of its cultural-resources management responsi- 
bilities, the NPS surveys and evaluates all cultural 
resources on lands under its jurisdiction. Culhual 
resources are evahated by applying the criteria for the 
National Register of Historic Places. In addition, the 
NPS maintains two inventories: 1) the List of Clasi!jed 
Structures, which includes all above-grade and PI&S- 
totic smsctures, and 2) a Culti Landscape Inventory, 
which includes alI significant landscapes within the 
national park system All cultural resources eligible for 
the National Register will be recorded and/or mea- 
sured according to the highest professional standards. 

In accordance with the Architectural Barriers Act of 
1968 (42 USC 4151 et seq.), the Rehabilitation Act of 
1973 (29 USC 701 et seq.), and U$&m Federal &zssi- 
b&y .Starzdards, all &cilities and programs devdoped at 
Weir Farm will be made as accessible as possible given 
the site’s historic preservation constraints. 

Se&on 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act 
of 1966, as amended (16 USC 470, et. seq.) requires 
that federal agencies having direct or indiiect juisdic- 
tion over undertakin8s take into account the effect of 
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those undertakings on National Register properties and 
allow the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP) an opportunity to comment. Toward that 
end, the NPS is working with the Connecticut State 
Historic Preservation 05cer (SHPO) and the ACHP 
to meet the req uimnents of the August 1990 pmgram- 
matic agreement among the National Conf?xence of 
State Historic Preservation Officers, the ACHP, and 
the NPS. The programmatic agreement requires the 
N’S to work closely with the SHPO and the ACHP 
in planning new and existing areas. 

This agreement also provides for a nunher of pmgram- 
matic exclusions or actions that are not likely to have 
an adverse effect on cultural resources. These actions 
may be implemented without fixther review by the 
SHPO or the ACHP, thus redwing required consulta- 
tion with the SHPO. Actions not specifically excluded 
in the programmatic agreement must be reviewed by 
the SHPO and the ACHP during the design stage and 
prior to implementation. 

Internally, the NPS +ll complete a 106 &m (Assess- 
ment of Actions Having an Effect on Cultural Re- 
sources) prior to implementing any proposed actions. 
The form documents any project effects, outlines 
actions proposed to mitigate such effects, and docu- 
menu that the proposed action flows from the General 
Management Plan. Regional o5ce cultural-resouxe 
specialists, as specjfied in NPS-28, will use the 106 
form to review and certify all proposed actions affect- 
ing cultmal *esources. 

All ground-disturbing actions will be preceded by an 
archeological evaluation to determine the level of 
archeological investigation required before construction 
can begin. Should any such resources be identified, the 
SHPO and the NPS will evaluate their potential for 
inchion on the National Register of Historic Place% if 
eligible, appropriate measures will be undertaken to 
presewe them. Archeological survey and testing will 
be carried out prior to, or in conjunction with, 
construction, 

Appendix B lists acdons that are either programmatic 
exclusions or are subject to further consultation by the 
SHPO and ACHP. Should the NPS and the SHPO so 
decide, other actions not meeting the programmatic 
exclusion definition may be determined to need no 
further review. Any such agreement, however, must 
be mutually determined and &dIy documented. 

NATURAL RESOURCE COMPLIANCE 
Through Section 404 of the Clean Water Act and 
Section IO of the Rivers and Harbors Act, the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency recommends that all 
wetlands, s@eams, brooks, ponds, and intermittent 
drainage not also bordered by wetlands be included in 
any permitting action filed by the NPS. 

Weir Farm is designated as a class II clean air area. 
According to the Clean Air Act, as amended (42 USC 
7401 et. seq.), maximum allowable increases of sulfur 
dioxide, particulate matter, and nitrogen oxide beyond 
baseline concentrations established for class II areas 
cannot be exceeded. 

These class II increments will allow modest industrial 
activities within the vicinity of the site. Section 118 of 
the Clean Air Act requires all federal hcilities to 
comply with existing federal, state, and local air 
pollution control laws and regulations. The NPS will 
work with the State of Connecticut to ensure that all 
site activities meet the requirements of the state air 
quality implementation plan. 

Executive Order 11988 (“Floodplain Management”) 
requires that all federal agencies avoid constiction 
within the loo-year f7oodplain unless no other pm& 
cable alternative exists. 

Executive Order 11990 rProtection ofwetlands”) 
requires that all federal agencies avoid, wherever 
possible, impacts on wetlands. 
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Federal agencies are required to analyze the impacts of 
feded actions on agricultora.l lands, in accordance with 
NEPA (45FR 59189). This policy was developed to 
minimize the effect of federal programs in converting 
prime, unique, or locally important farmland to non- 
agricultnral rises. 

Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as 
amended (16 USC 1531 et seq.) requires all federal 
agencies to consult with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Se&e to enswe that any action authorized, tided, or 
carried out by the agency does not jeopardize the 
continued existence of listed species or critical habitat. 

STATE PERMITTIN REQLXREMENTS 
During the design phase of project implementation, the 
NPS will contact the State of Connecticut’s Public 
Information and Permitting 05ce, a clearinghouse for 
the various state offices, to determine application 
procedwes for state water pollution control, under- 
ground storage tanks, utility siting, and other permits. 

LOCAL REGULATIONS 
The~NPS will work with the Towns of Ridgefield and 
Wilton to determine how conservation zoning rules 
apply to any proposed development. 
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Public Involvement 

SUMMARY OF PUBLIC SCOPING 
During the planning process, the NPS published two 
informational newsletters, a d& General Management 
Plan / Environmental Impact Statement, and a sum- 
mary of the draft plan. The planning team also held 
three formal public meetings and tmmerous, infbrmal, 
smaller meetings to introduce the public to the plan- 
ning process, to engage discussion, and to solicit 
comments. 

The first formal public meeting was an open house at 
the Wilton Library on July 15, 1992. The meeting, a 
question-and-answer session designed to discuss the 
planning process and provisions for public involve- 
ment, also gave members of the public an opportunity 
to express their conccms and expectations about the 
presemation and use of Weir Farm. 

In October and November 1992, the planning team 
held three day-long workshops with artists, art educa- 
tars, and art historians to engage their thoughts on how 
Weir Farm should be managed. 

On March 25,1993, a second formal public meeting 
was held at the Edgefield Public Library. Here, team 
members described the preliminary alternatives for 
Weir Farm and sought public reaction to them. 

On July 16, 1994, a thiid formal public meeting was 
held at the Aldrich Museum in Ridgefield. Here, team 
member described the alternatives presented in the 
draft plan and discussed People’s suggestions and 
concerns. On July 27.1994, the team made a preset- 
tation at Ridge&Id’s selectmen meeting. 

Team members also met with numerous agencies and 
individuals including the Weir Farm Heritage Trust, 
Wilton and Ridgefield selectmen and town planners, 
the executive directors of the Housatonic Regional and 
Southwest Regional planning agencies, the State 
Historic Preservation Officer, immediate neighbors, 

representatives of the Weir-Leary-White Preserve, and 
representatives of the Giibert and Bennett Wire 
Factory. 

Team members contacted the following 05ces within 
the state Department of Environmental Protection for 
resource itionnation - the 05ce of Planning, Bureau 
of Outdoor Recreation, Environme& Ccmservation 
Branch, State Park Division, Land Acquisition and 
Management, and the Water Resources Unit. Team 
members also contacted the Connecticut Trust for 
Historic Preservation, the Wilton and Xdgefield Parks 
and Recreation divisions, the Wilton Historical Soci- 
ety, the Ridgefield and Wilton conservation comm& 
s&s, the U.S. Fish and Wiidlife Service, the Con- 
necticut Natural Diversity Data Base, and the Faifield 
County Natural Resources Conservation Service. 

The team distributed approximately 2,500 copies of a 
draft plan summary to interested citizens and park 
neighbors and about 30 copies of the unabridged draft 
to appropriate agencies for review and comment. The 
smmnary documents contained a mail-back form. The 
tam received 63 responses in total. 

Of the 63 total responses, 34 indicated a prefetence for 
the pIan, five indicated a preference for Alternative 2, 
12 indicated a preference for Alternative 3; and 12 
responses indicated no preference for a particular 
alternative. Examples of comments received are 
located in Appendix I. The substantive issues addressed 
in the final plan are described in the “Modifications 
Made to the Preferred Alternative to Form the Final 
Plan” section in Part Two. 
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The NF’S would like to thank the WEIR FARM 
HERITAGE TRUST and the following individuals 
and agencies who contributed to the plan and 
genemmly shared their expertise, energy, enthusim 
and time. Copies of this document will be distxibuted 
to the agencies and organizations listed below. 

INDIVIDUALS 
Richard Adams 
C. Charles and Doris Andrews 
Barbara Cairns 
Senator Chistopher J. Dodd 
Congressman Gary A. Franks 
Senator Joseph I. Lieberman 
Anna weir Ely smith 
Terry Tondro 
The Young Family 
The Weir Family 

FEDERAL AGENCIES 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
Department of Agriculture 

Natural Resources Conservation Service 
Department of the Interior 

U.S. Fish and Wildlik Service 
Environmental Protection Agency* 

STATE AGENCIES 
Department of Transportation 
Department ofEconomic Development 
Department of Environmental Protection* 
Connecticut Historical Commission* 
Connecticut Trust for Historic Preservation 
Connecticut Natural Diversity Data Base 
Fairfield County Natural Resources Conservation 

Service 

QTHERS 
Garden Club of America 
Housatonic Regional Planning Agency 
Lyme Academy of Fine Arts 
National Parks and Conservation Association 
National Trust for Historic Preservation 
The Nature Conservancy 
Regiond Plan Association - Connecticut 
Ridgefield Garden Club 
Southwest Regional Planning Gxnmission 
Town of Wilton 

Board of Planning 
Board of Selectmen 
Board of Zoning 
Consetvation Commission 
Parks and Recreation 
Historical Society 

Town of Ridgefield 
Board of Planning 
Board of Selectmen 
Board of Zoning 
Conservation Commission 
Parks and Recreation 
Historical Society 

Trust for Public Land 
W&m Benton Museum of fut 

. ..and to all the Weir Farm neighbors who have taken 
the time to meet with us and read all the newsletters 
and plans. Many thanks! 

* indicates agencies who responded to draft plan 
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PART FIVE: CONSULTATION AND 
COORDINATION/PREPARERS 

Plamdng Team, Advisors, and 
Consultants 

NORTH ATLANTI C REGION 
Marjorie Smith, Team Captain 
John Maounis, Regional Curator 
Ellen Levin Carlaon, Community Planner 
Lisa Skorupka, Writer/Editor 
Douglas Evans, Laudscape Architect 
Paul Weinbaum, Regional Histotian 
Richard C&son, Historical Architect 

WEIR PARM NATIONAL HISTORIC SITE 
Sarah Olson, Superintendent 
Robert Fox, Facilities Manager 
Patricia Clark, Administtative Technician 
Gay Vietzke, Park Ranger 

FREDFRICE LAW OLMSTED 
NATIONAL 33STORIC SITE 
Lauren M&r, Historical Landscape Architect, 

Ohnsted Center for Landscape Preservation 

HARPERS PERRY CENTER 
Clifford Soubier, Interpretive Specialist (retired) 

WEIR PARM HERITAGE TRUST 
Susan Angevin, former Executive Director 
Catherine Bamer, Chair, Council of Overseen 
Charles Burlingham, Jr., President, Board of Directors 
Hildegxd Cummings, Council of Overseers 
Constance Evans, Executive Director 
Alicia Lay Leuba, Council of Overseers 
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ADVISORS 

North Adantic Regiou 
Marie Rust, Regional Diiector 
Terry W. Savage, Associate Regional Director, 

Plan&g, Development and Engineering 
Sarah Peskin, Chief, Division of Planning 
Robert W. McIntosh, Associate Regiond Director, 

Resources Management and Research 

Artists 
Sperry Andrews, Ridgefield, CT 
Constance Evans, Weston, CT 
Connie Fox, East Hampton, NY 
William Kiug, East Hampton, NY 
Yvonne Jacquette, Merrill, ME 
Audrey Flack, East Hampton, NY 
Robert Giard, Jr., Amagansett, NY 
Yolanda Merchant, Wainscott, NY 
Robert ParkqWest Cornwall, CT 
Resee Kahn, Stamfkd, CT 

Art Educators 
Hildegard Cummings,W&am Benton Museum ofArt 
Janet Selah Dickson,Yale University Art Gallery 
Donna Fitzgerald, Illing Middle School 
Barbara Grasso, Bristol Public Schools 
Dr. James Longo, Stamford Public Schools 
Robert J. Saunders, Rocky Hill, CT 
Mattha Savage, Betsy Ross Arts Magnet School 
V. Chip Zelluer, Wfiton High School 

Art Historians 
J&&y W Andersen, Florence Griswold Museum 
Doreen Bolger, Amon Carter Museum 
Linda S. Ferber,The Btooklyn Museum 
Susan ~G. Larkin, Rock Ridge, Greenwich, CT, 
Nicolai Cikovsb, Jr., National Gallery ofArt 
H. Barbara Weinbeq, 

The Metropolitan Museum ofArt 
Brian Wolf,Yale University 
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CONSULTANTS 
An Preservation Services, New York, NY 
Balk&t tid Associates, Inc., Denver, CO 
Heritage Parmers, Inc., Boston, h4A 

Kathryn Grover, Writer/Editor 
02 Architecture, Architectural Services 
Sarah Vance, Graphic Design 

Dr. Robert E. Manning, Burlington, VT 
Natural Resources Cmservation Service, U.S. 

Department of Agiculture, Bethel, CT 
U.S. Fii and Wildlife Service, 

U.S. Department of the Interior, Hadley, MA 
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APPENDIX AZ ENABL.ING LEGISLATION 

PUBLIC LAW lOI-48%OCT. :31, 1990 104 STAT. 1lYi 

Public Law 101-485 
1Olst congress 

An Act 

Be it ma&d by the Senate and House of Representatim of the 
United States of&mica in Congas assembled weir Farm 

Naciord 
SECTION I. SHORT TITLE HisCOriC sire 

This Act may be cited as the “Weir Farm National Histotic Site LitGkhllX”C 
.z,m of wo. 

Establishment Act of 1990”. Nacio”d +%r!ks 
.4.-L 

SRC. 2. DEFlhTTIONS. 

AsusedintbisAct- 
(11 ‘lb term “Secretary” means the Secretary of the Interior. 
(2) The term “his~ric site” means the Weir Farm National 

Historic Site established in section 4. 
SEC. 3. FlNDNGS .AND PURPOSES. 

kd FxNDm~.-l-ne CongrEss ii& that- 
(1) the Weir Farm in Comecticut is listed on the ~aticmal 

Pagiser of Historic Places a a historic site asswiated with 
major American artists and several artistic developmenti: 

(2) the Weir Farm, acquired in 1882 by J. Alden Weir, a J. .Uden Weir. 
founder and principal exponent of American Impressionism, 
has been contiuousIy occupied by working artists and their 
famZiesw!m have maintained its simitkauce and int-xrity as a 
historic site and 

(3) the Weix Farm, including the hause, barns, studios, Fond, 
field. and WC& the&m. and the auuroximatil~ 113 acres of 
adja&nt natural area o&d by thi eNature Co&r’~ancy and 
the Tom of Ridgefield, Conmcticut, provide oppm’t~Gti~ for 
illustrating and interpreting cultural themes of our Nation’s 
h&tam and orwide omm-kniti~ for public use and 
enj0yik.t. . 

. . 

09 Ikrmom.-me purpose of this Act are 
(1) to preserve a significant site of the tradition of American 

Impre+mism; 
(2) to main&in the integrity of a setting that inspired mistic 

expression and mcwrages public enjoymen% and 
(3) to 6ffer o~wrhmities for the ins~irationd ben&t and 

SRC. 4. ESTABLISXDdWT OF WEIR FARM NATIONAL RISTORIC SlTE. !5 ~SC 461 Tmce. 

kc) IN GRNEE.U.- ‘I?me ia estat?iished, .aa a, u@t 0: the XatiomJ 
F%r%r&yte~ the Wee Farm Natmd H&am S&z m the State of 

01) DFXXIYCION.-T~~ bisrmic site shall consist of- 
(1) the approximately 2ere core parcel comaining the Weir 

howe. studio, and barn: and 
(2) the approximately 60 mxe and improvement thereon 

owned by the State of Commticuc; 
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104 ST-XT. 1172 PUBLIC LAW 101-485-0~. x. 1990 

bath az generally depicted on a nnp entitled “bd Ownership Map, 
Weir Farm HYistaric Site”, Figure 5. dated October 1989, as cm- 
tained in the National Park Service Weir Ferxn SuitabiIity/Feasibil- 
ity Study, February, .1990. Such ro?p shall be on tile and available 
&rffic inspection ITI the appmpnate offices of the National. Park 

SEC. s. ACQUWTION OF RRAL .LNO PERSONAL PROPERTY AXD SERVICES. 

kd Ru AND Pwvsoiau PxoF%xTY.-T~~ Secretary is aurhorized to 
acquire by donation, exchange, or purchase with donated or appre 
priated funds, the lends and impmvements witbin the bounder& of 
the b&t&c site, except that any such lends and impmvemera 
mned by the State of Connecticut may be acquired only by dona- 
tion. The Secretary zuay else acquire by the same methods personal 
pmperty associated with, and appropriate for, the interpretation of 
the historic sites Provided That the Secretary may acquire works oi 
art ass&ted with the Weir family, J. Alden Weir, and other anizrs 
who lived at or visited the site only by donation or purchase with 
donated funds. 

(b) Ormx PROPERTY, FUNDS, .4m Sns+zs.-The Secretary is 
authorized tn accept and use donated funds, property, and services 
tocarryoutthisA& 

SEC. 6. ADXJMSTRATION OF RISTORIC SITE. 

k4 Ix G --The Secretary shall a-r the histnric site 
in accordance with this Act and the laws generally applicable to 
units of the National Park &stern. including the Acz entitled “An 
Act to establish a National &irk &vice, &d for other purposes”, 
appmvezl Angut 25, 1916 (16 U.S,C. 1 et seq.), end the Acz entitled 
“An Act to umvide for the ureservation of historic American sites. 
buildings, &jects, and anti&ies of national &stork sign%cance~ 
and for other purposes”, approved August 21, 1935 (16 U.S.C. &I et 
seq.), except that the Swretary shall take no action with respect to 
the 6U acme owned by the State of C’mmcticut within the bound- 
aries of the bistaric site until such time as the State baa transferred 
aI right, title, and interests t&rein to the Secretary. 

6) bX’~T=,R .&G msrmms.-tll The Secretary may consult and 
enter into cwyerative agreementd with the Weir Farm Heritage 
Trust, the State of Connecticut, the .American Academy of &+ and 
Letters, and other organizations and gmups in the development, 
presentatior~ end funding of ert exhibik, resident ertist programs. 
and other appmpriate activities related to the preservation, develop- 
ment, and use of the historic site. 

(21 The b&cretary may consult and enter into cooperative agree 
merits with the Nature Conservancy and the towns of Ridge!ield and 
Wiitm for the purpose oi coardinatig activities on the bistaric site 
with activities on the Nature Canservawy’s Weir Preserve and 
lands adjoiniig the hisnxic site owned by the towns. 

id !hxmrs.-The Secretary may display, and accept for the 
purpose of display, works of ext associated wth J. Alden Weir, the 
Weir Farm. and the American Impressionist movement, as may be 
necessary for the interpretation of the historic site. 

cd) GEXEX.%L P+~ANAG~NT PI&%-Within 2 complete &al years 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
submit to the Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs of the 
United States House of Representatives and to the Committee on 
Energy and ~Natcrai Resawces of the United States Semce a gem 
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eral mamgecnent plan for the historic site. The plan shall be 
prepared in accordance with section 12(b) of the Act of August 13, 
19’70 (16 U.S.C. la-1 through la-n and other applicabie law. 
SEC. 7. AUTRORIZATION OX APPROPRLlTIONS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated such sun3 as may be 
uece- to ca.ny out the pwposes of this ACE, except that not mo?e 
than $1,.500,000 umy be appropriated for the acquisition of real and 
&x=rxml propem. 

Approved October 31, 1990. 

LEGISLATIX? WST0FW-S. 2059: 

Weir *arm 
National TITm II-WEXR FARM NATIONAL 
Historic Site 
Expansion HISTORIC SITE ADDITIONS 
*ct of 1994. 
l‘-i WC 461 mk SEC. 201. SHORT Tm. 

This title may be cited as the “Weir Farm Natiom’Histmic 
Site Expansion Act of 1994”. 
SEC. 202. I’“R%‘oSR. 

The purpcm of this title is ti pmsww the last remaining 
undeveloped parcels of the historic Weir Farm that remain in 
private ownershi 
of the Weir Farm TJ, 

by including the parcels within the boundary 
atmnal Historic Site. 

SEC. 20% BOWMY z%i,.,“STMEiVT. 
(a) hJUsTMEWr.-&ction 4(b) of the Weir Farm National His- 

toric Site Establishment Act of 1990 (Public Law IOl-ISR 104 
Stat. 11’71) is amended- 

(1) by striking out “amY at the end of 
(2.) by striking out the flush material f 

aragraph (lh 

(2); md 
be ow paragraph 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
“(3) the a proximately 

the town of I$’ 
%acre parcel of land situated in 

~ltm, Connecticut, designated as lot 18 on a 
map entitled ‘Revised Map of Section i, Thunder Lake at WiI- 
ton,~ Connecticut, Scale l’=lOO’, October 27, 1978, Ryan and 
Faulds Land Sumeyors, Wilton, Connecticut’, that is m tile 
in the &ice of the town clerk of the tmvn of WiItcm, and 
therein numb.+red 3673; and 

“(4) the approximately 0.9-acre western pm-tim of = parcel 
of land situated in the town of Wilton, Connecticut, desigmtid 
as Td Oaks &ad in the map referred to in pxta@ph (31.“. 
(b) GENERAL DEPIcTlON.~ection 4 of such Act, as amended 

by subsection (a), is further amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

“(cl GENERAL DEPICTION.-The parcels refeed to in pm- 
graphs (11 through (4) of subsection (b) are all as generally depict& 
on a map entitled ‘Bound&y Map, Weir Farm National Historic 
Site, Fairfmld County Connecticut’, dated June 1994. Such map 
shall be on file md available for public inspection in the appropriate 
offices of the National Park Service.“. 

73 
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APPEND= Bz SECTION 106 
CONSUL,TATION REQUnXEMENTS FOR 
PLAN UNDERTAKINGS 

As required by tbe Programmatic Agreement for 
compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic 
Pmervation Act of 1966, as amended, the following 
list indicates those undertakings that are subject to 
f&her condtation and the stage of phning at which 
consultation is most likely to be completed. Under& 
ings which are programmatic exclusions are indicated. 
Undertakings encompassed by the cultural landscape 

report (CLR) treatment plan will be submitted for 
phased review and be the subject of memoranda of 
agreement. 

If information needed to support an accurate restora- 
tion is lacking, the area will be preserved rather than 
restored. 

These requirements apply to actions that take place on 
Weir Farm NHS property or that are conducted with 
federal fimds 

ACTIONS 

Selectively restore Weir complex landscape to its ca 1940 
appearance, including fields, orchards, gardens, and 
outbuildin@ 

Restore exterior of structures to their ca 1940 appearawe 

Stabilize environmental conditions of the main house and Weir 
and Young studios 

Rehabihtate Burlingham complex landscape 

Rehabilitate the Burlingham house for housing rehabiitate 
Bwlingham barn for year-round educational program use 

Preserve woodshed and tool house in B&in&am complex 

Clear and restore areas of woodland east of Nod Hill Road 

Rehabilitate caretaker’s house for housing 

Rehabilitate and expand caretaker’s garage/barn for studio 
space 

- 
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COMPLIANCE 
REQUIREMENTS 

Requires State Historic Presewation 
05.x (SHPO)/ Advisory Council on 
Historic Preservation (ACHP) review; 
cultural landscape report (CLR) 
treatment plan 

Requires SHPOIACHP review; 
historic structure report 

Programmatic exclusion Cla 

Requires SHPO/ACHP review; 
CLR Treatment Plan 

Requires SHPO/ACHP review; 
historic structure report 

Programmatic exclusion Cla 

Requires SHPO/ACHP review; 
CLR Treatment Plan 

Requires SHPO/ACHp review 

Requires SHPO/ACHP review; 
completion of HSR 
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FOR PLAN UNDERTAKINGS 

Rehabiitate existing sttwture(s) near the site for a visitor 
center 

Requires SHPOIACHP review 

Construct parking facility for approximately 25 cm for visitor Requires SHPOIACHP review 
center; amstmct bus turn around for shuttle drop-off 

Rehabilitate existing structure(s) near the site for 
administrative St&and maintenance fimctions, or if not 
feasible, construct new structure(s) 

Requires SHPO/ACHP review 

plant vegetative screening near site boundaties Requires SHPO/ACHP review; 
CLR treatment plan 

Add new paths to connect key park sites to historic path 
system ~, .~.---. 

Requires SHPO/ACHP review; 
CLR reatpcqt plan 

CULTU!&AL RESOURCE MANAGEMENT 
INVENTORIES, PLANS, AND STUDIES 
NPS-28 (Cultural Resources Management Guideline) 
requires certain studies and speci6es that others be 
identified in the General Management Plan. Ad& 
tional studies may be requited before undertaking can 
be carried out. These studies will make it possible for 
the parks cultural resources to be appropri&ly w- 
aged and preserved. 

collection management plan 
Cultural lanscape report, volwe 2z 

analysis and treatment plan 

The site is listed on the National Register of Historic 
Places; documentation forms will need to be amended 
to reflect any boundary enlargement. Additional 
research will need to be undertaken to finther docu- 
merit the collections, including works of art, that 
become available for display at the site. 

The following studies have been completed 01 
are in draft: 
Scope of collections statement 
Historic painting sites study 
Historic structure report 
Cultmal landscape report, volmne 1: 

site history and existing conditions 
Historic furnishings report 
,Historic base map 

The following studies should be completed prior to 
plan implementation: 
Axheological overview and assessment 
Archeologjcal identication study 
Archeological evaluation study 
Ethnographic overview and assessment 
Collection condition suwey 

Work requiring ground disturbanc~inclwiing the 
expansion of the trail system; the preservation, rehabili- 
tation, or restoration of structures and the cultural 
landscape; and new constnxtion-will require archeo- 
logical testing to identi+ archeological resources and 
assess their significance. 

With respect to Weir Fw National Historic Site, 
both the Connecticut SHPO and the ACHP were 
not&d in June 1992 shortly after planning began and 
were invited to participate. A meeting was held with 
the SHPO to discuss management issues early in the 
planning phase. The draf? General Management Plan/ 
Environmentti Impact Statement was submitted to 
both agencies for for& review. Comments have been 
addressed in this document. 
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CAPITAL COST ESTIMATES FOR THE PLAN 

Phase Qtegory PlWject 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

GIWS PlciMiwJ& cost I 
COUS6U&Cl~ rJ&P 

?hase I Research CoIlduct F3oucdaIy sllmey ‘mm I 

catalope coll~ons 100,000 
I 

sutvey CoEditioLl of coikaions 20,000 
Develop Co&ctio~ Management Plan 2uJw I 

COnstN~ Pre.stwe W& Complex stNcwe5 1,354,m 310,000 WWCQ 
Rehabiitate Burlingham Complex Stzuctwe.s 708,rKm 162,NHI 870,Oco I 

Rehabilitate -r’s House 259,cKKl 59,oao 318,000 

Rehabiitate Car&&r’s GaragalBarn for Studio 131,Oa 30,Oal 161,000 
I 

Stabiliz~LandscaFeFeatures 1,087,cm 249,cQO 1,336,OCO 1 
Interpr~on Produce. Weir and Bwliq&m Complex Exhiiits &g.,.sg m a 

bb-T0tlIl 3,801,5CG 1,026,500 4,828&M 1 

Phase II Reearch Cotict Natural Rewwce MonitorinS 10,000 
Construction Con&.& Vi&x Center 2,366,CHIO 542,003 2,908,OOO 

Associated Site Work 608,COO 139,wO 147,wil 

Associated Parking 67,OWJ 15,OfN 82,000 
Construct Bus Drop-Off 26,000 WJ’3 32,OOil 

Ccmt~ct Admi&tratio~ti~~ Facility 808,000 185,000 993,OQa 
Asswiated Site Work 206,000 47,lwO 253,000 

Associatsl Parking 17,000 4mJ 21,000 

Jnteq&tion Frcduoe Visitor Center Exh%its gg,g@ &g.,&l m 
Sub-Total 4,730,Ow l,lll,Oca 5,841,KKJ 

Phase El Constxwtion Rehabilitate Landsap Psk-Wide 360,OOa 83&K@ 443,Oim 

lnterpMation Prcihze La&cap Exhiiits m LtsLxx lcQ.c@ 
Sllb~TObi 435J.w 108,OM 543,000 

Total 11,2l2,000 ] 

Costs of establi&ing an at coUe&m. (ta be sqpted by privak fu&) acd ptmlasing additional Iad are not included. 
Costs developed using the Nathal Park Service Class “CL” Cost l%tim&ng Guide. 
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CAPITAL COST ESTIMATES FOR ALTERNATIVE 2 

PI!&% 

Phase I 

SlbTOtd 

-ewY Projwi GtWSS Planning & COSt 
COllStNtiOll Design 

R%%%& CoIKhJct Bow sluwy ‘%m 
ctiogue coll~ons loa,ooo 
Smvey Condition of Collections 20,cKlo 
Develop Collectiorw Management Plan 2%m 

comtnlctial Preserve weir Complex stmctures 1,354,oGa 310,cQo w%oQo 
R&aL%iitate I3urlinBham Complex Strwhxea 708,OQO 162,000 870,Oa 
Rehabiitate Caxtaker’s House & Ga-aSe.l!&m 271,OCQ 62,009 333,000 
stnbiuzeLands~Featlu~ 1,087,wo 249,oal 1,336,OOO 

Interpretation Produce Weir and E%rliogham Complex Exbiiits m z&@&l M 
3,733,OOa 993,Oa 4,72&m 

PhEse Il 

Sub-Total 

R0.%%-Ch Conduct Natural Reaxuce Moaitozing 10,000 
COllS.tNCtiOll Constmct Visitor Center 3,851,caO 882,m 4,733,OoO 

Asswti Site Work 980,oQo 224,OQO 1,204,Oa 
As8ociated Parking 67,000 15,Ocm B2L-00 
Coastmct Rw DroP-Gff 26,000 WC’0 32,000 
Constmct Admi&trationiMa&aaw.% Facility B08,000 185,000 9?J3,cw 
Ass&&d Site Work 206,000 47,000 253,OOa 
.4ssclciated Parking 17,ciw 4,O@J 21,OQo 

Interpretation Produce Viiitor Center Exhiiits 1.103.000 3&L&l 1.415,OOa 
7,05B,OCO 1,685@0 B,743,wa 

Phase Iu Const~ction Maintain Landscape Park-Wide .m&@ m w 
Sub-Total 138,000 32,m 170,000 

1 T&l I3,639,000] 

Costs of e.stabli&ing an art collection (to be supported by private. tiuh) and pwcbashg additional lad are not included. 
Costs develoPed using the National Park Service Class “C” Cost Eatimatiog Guide. 
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CAPITAL COST ESTIMATES FOR ALTERNATIVE 3 I 

PII&% c*ww FToject Gt%SS PlCDiUg& COSt 
collstnl~on DaQ 

Phase I Rexeach condoct EtootKIary swey 40,000 

catalogol? coIlectioIls loQ,ooo 

Survey Condition of Collections 20,ca 

Develop CoIlectio~ Management Plan mm 
Construction Preserve Weir Complex Stmctures l,O%~ 252,OiM 1,351,axl 

Rehabilitate F%udingham Complex Stictwes 708,WXJ 162,OQO 870,000 

Rehabiitate Can?%&& Hous?. & GamgeJEmn 271,oca 62,CP.W 333,OcnJ 

stabilize Lalldsap EeatuIm 6&m 15,OQO 81,COO 

Interpr~on Produce Weir and Buclingham Complex Exhiiits f&.&Q &pJj 5m 
SUb-TOti 2,189,OGO 688,000 2,877,CQO 

PLwe II Resesch Co&ct Natural Resource Monitntig lO,cw 
constnlotion Rehabiitate Main Barn for Visitor ContacKwat 605,OfJO 139,wQ 744Jm 

Comtmct Eus Drop-Off 26,OCO Cm 32,CUXl 

Associated Site Work 95,ooo 22,Ow 117,000 

Intapretation Produce Visitor Center Exhiiits a &Q@ a&Q&J 
SOb-T&l 1,3ll,oc@ 226,OW 1,537,m 

Pimela Constmction Maintain L&.sca~ Park-Wide Q&p.@ L3rA@K! w 
Sub-Total 124,GCG 29,0&l 153,GQa 

Total 4,567,0@0 

Costs of establishing an at colle&m (to be suppat& by private funds) SLY& purcbnsing additional lad are not included. 
Costs developed using the National Park Service Class “C” Cost Estimating Guide. 
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PROJECTED ANNUAL OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE COSTS FOR THE PLAN 

Supetite~ent (GS-13) 72,000 

%1.-W’ P~-W 29,000 
Facility Manager (GS-12) 57,000 
Secretaxy (20 lm) (GS-05) 13,000 
Chief of Visitor Services acd Musewn Managerneat (GS-12) 57,000 
Administtntive 0fkic.x (GS-09) 39,000 
Chief of htqmhtion (GS-11) 47,OOQ 

Fmklwabn Spe&list (G&09) 39,Oiul 
Park Ranger (GS-07) 32,000 

Museam Curator (GS-09) 39,000 
Buikhgs ad Utilities Foreman (WS-09) 38@0 

Mahemmx. Worker (WG-07) 27,000 
Mtitemw Worker (WG-05) 2%ooQ 
Horticultmist (GS-09) 2&Q@ 
StbTotal 553,ooo 

Teqmary Staff 
Smod Park Ranger (20 brs) (GS-05) 
Maintenance Worker (20 lm) (WG-05) 
Laborer (WG-03) 
St&-TOti 

Weir Farm Heritage Trust (four positiw) 

13,m 
12,000 
a 
47,000 

private funds 

Maintemutce costs 
Sub-Total 

Total Annual Operations and Maintenance Costs 
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PROJECTED ANNUAL OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE COSTS FOR ALTERNATIVE 2 

P-ellt Staff SW 
wwefii 

F&J&y Manager (G&L?,) 

.Q==%’ @‘J W G‘J-W 
Chief of Visitor Services and Museum Management (GS-12) 
Administrative Officer (GS-09) 
Chief of I&rpr&tion (GS-11) 
Edwation Sphalist (GS-09) 
Park Ranger (GSq7) 

Park Ranger (GS-OS) 
Museum (Swator (GS-09) 
Museum Teclmicim (GS-07) 
Buildiigz and Utilities Foreman fJK%O9) 
Maintenance Worker (WG-07) 
Maint- Worker (WG-05) 
Jhrticdtmist (GS-09) 
TOtA 

72,000 
29,wo 
s7,OOO 
13,000 
57,000 
39,000 
47,000 
39,ooa 
32,000 
26,000 
39,wo 
32,000 
38,m 
27,000 

=@oo 
m 

611,000 

Temporary Staff 
Seasonal Park Ranger (20 hrs) (GS-OS) 
Maintemce Worker (20 lm) (WG-05) 
Laborer (WG-03) 
Total 

13,coo 
12,000 
&&Q 
47,000 

private fmlds 

Total Anmml Operations and Maintenance Costs 
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PROJECTED ANNUAL OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE COSTS FOR ALTERNATIVE 3 

Permanetlt staff Sm 
w/ Badits 

Su~rintendeti (GS-13) 72,COO 
.$em&uy (GS-06) 29,000 

Facility Manager (GS-12) 57,000 

Secretary (20 hm) (GS-05) 13,000 
Chief of Viiitor Services ad Mumem Management (GS-12) 57,OOil 

Administrative Officer (GS-09) 39,oQo 

Chief of htmprmion (G&l) 47,000 

Park Ranger (GS-05) 26,000 

Museum tirator (GS-09) 39,ooo 

Buildings and Utilities Foream (WS-09) 38,009 

Maintenance Worker (WG-07) 27,000 

Horticultit (GS-09) 2i$!,Q@ 
TOti =w)(J 

Temporary St&-F 

Seasonal Park Ranger (20 lm) (GS-05) 
Laborer (WG-03) 

TOti 

Weir Farm Heritage Tmst (hvo positions) 

~3,000 

Q,!x@ 

3900 

private funds 

Total Annual Operational and Maintenance Costs 
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ApPENDIX D: CRITERIA FOR 
BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENTS 

Application of Boumiary Criteria 
Proposal 
A. Revise boundary ofpark to embrace nearby proper- 
ties for development for visitor center. 
B. Revise boundary ofpark to embrace nearby proper- 
ties for development for park maiotenance and admio- 
istration facilities. 
C. Acquire easement or right-of-way over State of 
Gmnecticut and Town of Ridgefield properties 
connecting proposed visitor center and parking lot to 
the park for visitor/pedestrian access. 

These proposed boundary adjustments are based oo a 
review of the adequacy of the boundary for Weir Farm 
National Historic Site established by public Law 101 - 
485. Based on tiormation currently available about 
resources and administrative requirements, there are no 
other adjustments necessary to carry out the purposes 
of dx park at this time. 

Consultation 
Weir Farm National Historic Site was established in 
1990. During the course of the general management 
planning process, research related to the historic 
landscape revealed that any substantial, park-related 
development proposed for land within the present 
boundary would have a negative impact on cultural 
landscape feahares and the historic setting in general. 
In addition, park St&have noted that the space avail- 
able in existing park structores is inadequate (and in 
some cases inappropriati) for park operations and 
visitor services. Weir Farm requires more space to 
accommodate these &mctions in a manner consistent 
with the purpose of the park. 

The Superintendent, sod representatives of the Weir 
i%,rm Heritage Trust and the pkmning team have 
discussed the boundary changes with adjacent land- 
owners. The public, local officials, and state agencies 
have been made aware that a planning process is under 

way and had 60 days to comment on the draft document 
in writing and at public meetings. This document is 
being made available for 30 days. 

APPLICABLE cRITERlA 
(NPS MANAGElVIENT POLICIES, CH. 2 P.8 
AND NPS SUPPLEMENT) 

AZ Parcels for visitor center and admiistration 
and maintenance fkility. The same criteria for 
boundary adjustments apply to both of these sites. For 
the sake of brevity, they will be considered together. 
Criteria for appropriate parcels has been identified. 
The parcel will be located witbii one mile of the park 
boom&y and may include a strocture that is approptiate 
for redevelopment. The parcel should also have few 
adjacent residential neighbors, good road access, appro- 
priate topography, and positive &age. A develop- 
ment feasibility sNdy has been completed that identies 
properties appropriate for park-related ,development. 
These prop&es (the Goldsmith, DiNapofi and Meines 
properties) are located to the noxtheast of the park. 

Under criterion 2c, these par& present the opportunity 
to locate visitor services sod park operations f&zilities 
away born the park’s historic scene. Wherever possible, 
the National Park Service,will make use of existing 
StmCNres and will limit new development, thereby 
maintainiog the presem character of the area. 

Under criterion 4, these parcels are feasiile to adminis- 
ter. However, they will require some level of rehabiita- 
tion and/or development in order to meet visitor service 
and park operation needs. They will increase the 
workload of the maintenance staf%and will require 
additional fimding to develop and maintain. 

Acquisition Costs and Priority 
Class C cost estimates for development of the acted 
parcel have been prepared. The cost estimates prepared 
for the General Maoagemeot Plan do not include figures 
for land acquisition. 
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ApPENDlX E: LAND PROTECTION 
PLAN ADDENDUM 

Addendum to Land protection Plan for 
Weir Farm National Historic Site 

ja.nuaIy 1995 

This addendum updates the Land Protection Plan for 
Weit Farm National Historic Site, approved February 
7.1993. 

UPDAm OF LANJJ 
PROTECTION RELATED ACTMTIES: 

Siice the approval of the Land Protection Plan, the 
following activities have taken place: 

(1) NPS purchased the core propeq with main house 
and studios &om the Trust for Public Land (TPL) 
in March 1993. 

(2) Legislation was enacted to bring Lot 18 and its 
associated unbuilt road into the park’s boundaries 
and NPS has purchased Lot IS &om TPL. 

(3) Lot 19 was privately developed for residential 
purposes. 

(4) The State of Connecticut has transferred the 
caretaker’s house to the NPS. 

CHANGES TO THE PLAN: 
The proposal described in this document prescribes a 
number ofprograms and activities that af&ct the Land 
Protection Plan. The plan calls for the acquisition of 

nearby lands to support the establishment of a visitor 
center and an administration and maintenance f&ility 
and proposes acquisition of an easement or right-of- 
way over State of Connecticut and Town of 
Ridgefield properties for visitor/pedestrian acces. 

Lands for Development. At least two parcels will 
be acquired to support the development of a visitor 
center and an administration and maintenance f%ility. 
The selected parcels will share the following 
characteristics. 

The paw& will be located within one mile (consid- 
ered walking distance for the purposes of this plan) of 
the park bounday and may include a structure(s) 
appropriate for redevelopment. The parcels should also 
have few adjacent residential neighbors, good road 
access, approptiate topography, and positive drainage. 
The acquisition of these par.& is essentiaI to the 
implementation of the pIan. A development feasibility 
study has been completed that identies properties 
appropriate 6~ park-related development. These 
properties (the Goldsmith, DiNapoli and Meines 
properties) are located to the noaheast of the park. 

METHOD OF ACQUISITION: 
Any properties and interest in properties would be 
acquired by donation or on a willing sellewviUing 
buyer basis. 



- 

F 
APPENDIX F: 

GLOSSARY 

ApPENDIX p: GLOSSARY 

Accession -A transaction whereby one or tnore 
museum objects or specimens are acquired in the same 
manner f&n om source at one time for a museum 
collection. Accessions include @s, exchanges, pur- 
chases, field collections, loans, and transfers. 

Adaptive Reuse - A use for a structure or landscape 
other than its historic use, normally entailing some 
modification of the structure or landscape. 

Bdding Conservetiou - The science of presexving 
an historic structure’s materials by observing and 
analyzing theix deterioration, determining causes of and 
solutions to problems, sod directing remedial interven- 
tiOI& 

Carrying capacity - Carrying capacity refers to the 
amount sod type of public use that can be accommo- 
dated within a national park ara Gxtemporary 
carrying capacity E-ameworks focus on indicatotx and 
standards ofquality. Indicatots are specifx, measurable 
variables which reflect the q+ity of the visitor experi- 
ence. Standards define the quantitative and measurable 
condition of each indicator variables; once standards 
have been exceeded, carrying capacity has been 
reached. Studies at Weir Farm identified several 
indicator of the quality of the visitor expetience and 
determined visitor-based standards of quality for the 
m&mom number of people who might visit Weir 
Farm at any one time. 

Cultwal Landscapes 
Designed Historic. Landscapes - Landscapes having 
significance as a design or work of art, consciously laid 
out by a landscape architect, master gardener, architect, 
or hortic&xsJist according to a design principle, or by 
an owner or other amateur using a recognized style or 
tradition in response or reaction to a recognized style 
or tradition; they may have an historical association 
with a significant person or persons, trend, or event in 
Landscape architecture. 

Historic Rural Landscapes - Vemaculat landscapes 
that have been historically used by people, or &aped or 
modified by human activity, occopancy, or interven- 
tion, and that possess a significant concentration, 
linkage, or contiiuity of land use, vegetation, buildings 
and smxtures, road and waterways, and natural 
features. 

Historic Vernacular Landscapes - Landscapes 
whose use, construction, or physical layout r&ect 
endemic traditions, customs, beli& or values: in 
which the expression of c&oral values, social behavior, 
and individual actions over time is manifested in the 
physical features and material and their interrehtion- 
ships, including patterns of spatial organiaation, land 
use, circulation, vegetation, stmcmres, and objects in 
which the physical, biological, and coltural features 
reflect customs and lives of everyday people. 

Preservation - A treatment utilized by the NJ’S to 
preserve an hiztoric property in its present condition if 
a) that condition allows for satixfactory protection, 
maintenance, ose and interpretation, orb) another 
treatment is warranted but cannot be accomplished 
until some f&m time. 

Rehabiitation - A treatment utilized by the NE’S to 
rehabilitate an historic propetty for contemporary use if 
a) it caonot adequately serve an appropriate use in its 
present condition, and b) rehabilitation will retain its 
essential features and will not alter its integrity and 
character, or conflict with park management objectives. 

Restoration -A treatment utilized by the NPS to 
restore an historic property to an eartier appearance if 
a) restoration is essential to public understanding of the 
colt& associations of a park, and b) sticient data 
exists to permit restoration with minimal conjecture. 

Stabiliition - Action to render an unsafe, damaged, 
or deteriorated property stable while retaining its 
present form 
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